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Che Solicitors’ Journal. 


LONDON, FEBRUARY 15, 1873. 
——— 

Most of OUR READERS Will have seen in the columns of 
the Times this week the eloquent appeal there made to 
the Legislature for the support of Mr. Plimsoll in his de- 
mands for a Royal Commission to inquire into the prac- 
tice alleged to exist among a certain section of British 
shipowners of sending to sea unseaworthy ships. The 
subject is one of paramount importance, and the corres- 
pondence to which the article gave rise is of much in- 
terest to lawyers as well as to the public, more especially 
to those connected with mercantile law. We are far 
from wishing to offer the slightest opposition to the de- 
mand for a Royal Commission to inquire into the real 
state of the facts. The Zimes suggests as a remedy a 
legislative reform making compulsory a Government sur- 
vey of at least all unclassed ships which leave our ports, 
and a Government inspection before sailing. If feasible 
such a reform would probably be wholesome, and we do 
not discuss this or any other remedy for the evil, if it 
exists. But as the writer would seem to suggest that 
the sending a merchant ship to sea in an unseaworthy 
state is not an offence against English law, we think it 
only right to draw attention to animportantchange in the 
law effected by the Merchant Shipping Act, 1871, which 
seems in danger of being overlooked, whilst there has 
hardly yet been time to test its efficacy. By that Act itis 
provided (s, 11) thatevery “person whohaving authority ag 
owner or otherwise to send a ship to sea sends her to sea 
in an unseaworthy state so as to endanger the life of any 
person belonging to or on board the same shall be guilty 
of a misdemeanor unless he proves that he used all rea- 
sonable means to make and keep the ship seaworthy and 
was ignorant of such unseaworthiness, or that her going 
to sea in an unseaworthy state was under the circum- 
stances reasonable and unavoidable.” How then 
can it be said that “the prevention of merchant vessels 
leaving port in an unseaworthy state has never yet been 

i by our Government as one of its duties,” or 
that “a trader may leave port in midwinter with her 
maindeck sunk below the water with railway iron, with 
her plates rusted through, her timbers rotten or parting, 
or her machinery out of order, without violating one jot 
or tittle of the law?” We are far from making these 
remarks in a spirit of controversy, but thoroughly agree- 
ing, as we do, with the sentiments of the writer in the 
Times, and admiring the earnestness with which he ad- 
vocates the cause of our seamen, we think it most de- 
sirable, for the sake of the public and of the seamen 
themselves, to let it be known as widely as possible, that 
the law does not leave them so unprotected as the above 
statements would imply. We have no less an authority 
than that of Mr. Justice Willes for saying that it was 
expressly for the protection of seamen that this section 
was introduced, and the legal effect of it is very con- 
siderable, though it may not yet be widely known, and 
may therefore as yet be little felt. 











We HAVE BEEN FURNISHED by the Town Clerk of Liver- 
pool with a copy of the Instructions to Presiding Officers 





at the recent Borough Election, and also of the Instruc- 
tions and Arrangements for Counting the Votes, by 
which the result of the poll was arrived at with exact 
accuracy at eleven o’clock on the evening of the polling- 
day. Liverpool is the largest constituency in England— 
the number of Parliamentary voters being 52,912. The 
borough is divided into 21 polling districts, the number 
of polling stations being 102; each of these polling 
districts was assigned to a counting assistant, who had 
under him ten clerks, As some curiosity has been ex- 
pressed as to the system by which the early declaration 
of the result of the poll was obtained, an outline of the 
admirable arrangements adopted for counting the votes 
will be of general interest. 

The Presiding Officers began to arrive at the Council 
Chamber, where the counting took place, at half-past four 
o’clock, and the last ballot-box reached the Chamber at a 
few minutes past six o'clock. Each Presiding Officer 
delivered the ballot-boxes and papers upon a counter 
placed across the opening between this room and the 
ante-room, and took a receipt for them from the counting 
assistant. The sealed packets containing the counter- 
foils of ballot papers and the marked copies of the 
“ Parliamentary Register” (which are not allowed to be 
opened) were placed in mail bags furnished by the post- 
master, the ballot paper accounts in a ballot box, and the 
other sealed packets were deposited in boxes prepared for 
the purpose. In order to comply with the provisions of 
the Ballot Act requiring the ballot papers to be mixed 
together before counting the votes for each candidate, 
the ballot papers from every three districts were taken 
to one of seven large tables—those from districts Nos. 
1, 8, and 15, to the first table; districts Nos. 2,9, and 
16, to the second table; and so on throughout. Each 
assistant then counted the ballot papers for each polling 
station in his district, entering the numbers on a printed 
form in which the number of ballot papers and ten. 
dered ballot papers furnished to each presiding officer had 
been entered beforehand. As those returns were 
completed, they were handed to the borough auditor 
who checked them with the ballot paper accounts from 
each station, and made up a consolidated return, which 
showed that 35,978 votes had been given. 

The counting of the ballot-papers was completed at 
half-past eight. The papers on each table were then 
mixed together, and each set of three assistants pro- 
ceeded together to count the votes given for the respec- 
tive candidates, checking each other, and placing the good 
votes in piles of 100 each, and filing all the ballot-papers 
which were considered bad or doubtful votes. These 
files, containing altogether upwards of 2,000 papers, 
were taken to the mayor and adjudicated upon by him in 
the presence of the agents. 486 votes were eventually 
rejected, and no rejection was objected to by either 

rty. 

PerThe three assistants then signed a return (on a printed 
form) of the votes for each candidate and the votes 
rejected, which were checked by the auditor. On the 
completion of these a consolidated return was made up, 
which showed 18,702 votes for Mr. Torr, and 16,790 for 
Mr. Caine, making, with 486 rejected papers, a total 
number corresponding with the result of the first count- 
ing of the ballot-papers. 





Tue Case or Re Edwards, ex parte Charles (reported 
in the Court below, 21 W. R. 138) has become in the Court 
of Appeal a case of very greatimportance. It will be re- 
membered that the question turned on a contract for 
successive monthly deliveries to be paid for in cash at 
fourteen days; all the deliveries had been made but the 
last, which was due in December, 1871, when the buyer 
suspended payment on the 20th of that month, the No- 
vember delivery being still unpaid for. The seller at 
once gave notice that he would make no further delivery 
under the contract, and the trustee, who had never 
offered to pay cash on delivery, now attempted to enforce 
a claim against the seller for non-delivery. The case 
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might, it would appear, have been decided on a narrower 
ground, but as it seems evident that the decision of the 
Court of Appeal (affirming the decision of Vice-Chan- 
cellor Bacon), proceeded on the broad ground we shall 
now mention, the case is of the highest importance. Lord 
Justice Mellish in delivering his judgment (with which 
the Lord Chancellor and Lord Justice James concurred), 
is reported to have expressed himself thus, “‘ Notwith- 
standing that the seller might have agreed to give credit 
for the goods, he was not bound to deliver any more goods 
under the contract unless the price of the goods were 
paid to him” (so far the matter seems quite clear) ; “ and 
if a debt were due to him for some of the goods already 
delivered under the same contract, he was entitled to 
refuse to deliver any more till he was paid for them as 
well as for those which remained to be delivered. . 
The result was that after the insolvency of Edwards had 
been proclaimed the vendors were not bound to deliver 
the December instalment until the price of both the 
November and December instalments was handed to 
them.” This last sentence seems to make the ground of 
decision unmistakably clear. Again, dealing with the 
argument that refusal to perform is a breach, the Lord 
Justice said, “ No doubt that was so, but it must be where 
the person who refuses was not entitled to refuse. 
Whether the vendor in the present case was so entitled 
depended upon the question whether the purchaser was 
then ready and willing to pay the whole £500, the amount 
of the November and December instalments.” 

It is, therefore, expressly laid down that, where there 
is a contract for successive deliveries, and default is 
made in payment for one delivery according to the con- 
tract, the buyer cannot enforce any further delivery 
without paying for that which is already delivered. 
But we should not be justified in carrying this decision 
further than it professes to go, and assuming that the 
seller was entitled upon default to rescind the contract. 
Indeed, the line of reasoning adopted seems to imply 
that, if the trustee had in time offered payment in cash 
both for the November and December deliveries, he 
would have been entitled to have the December delivery 
made. Neither will the decision warrant the inference 
that, if the previous delivery had been made on a credit 
which had not expired at the time of the bankruptcy, 
so that there was not then any debt due, the trustee could 
not, on the terms of paying cash, have required the 
further delivery. It may be, however, that if, at the 
time when the trustee required delivery (requiring it 
within due time), the credit which was running at the 
date of the bankruptcy had expired, and issued in a debt, 
it would, on the principles of this decision, be necessary 
that he should offer payment of that debt before he could 
require the further delivery. If this were so, however, 
and if, on the other hand, he were not so bound where 
the credit remained unexpired at the time of his de- 
mand, it would lead to a curious result; for the seller 
would then clearly be in a much better position in the 
former than in the latter case, since in this latter case 
he would get only his dividend on the unpaid delivery. 
It will be observed that the decision thus leaves open 
several questions which are constantly arising under 
bankruptcies. 

As the decision appears to be founded upon the prin- 
ciple of stoppage in transitu (a principle which is only 
applicable in the case of insolvency), it must not be con- 
cluded that it is any authority in cases where bankruptcy 
does not supervene. No inference can safely be drawn 
from it in such cases as Simpson v. Crippin (21 W. R. 
141, L. R. 8 Q. B. 14) and Hoare v. Rennie (8 W. R. 80, 
5 H. & N. 19). 





Tue Superannvation Act of 1866 was stated by the 
‘Attorney-General, when he introduced it in the Commons, 
to apply to all persons holding office of a lower degree 
than that of judge, and this appears to be the effect of 
the definition of the term “ officer” contained in it. It 
‘is moreover to be observed that clause 4 of the Act of 





—S 
1866, which relates to adding years to services in cages 
where professional knowledge is required—while it follows 
the language of the similar section (4) in the Act of 185 
omits the proviso at the end of the latter section em. 
powering the Treasury to direct “in respect of such offieg 
or class of offices, the holder may be entitied to supe. 
annuation, though he may not have entered 
the service with a certificate from the Civil Service Com 
missioners,” and, in place of it, simply enacts that the 
order adding years to services shall have the same effect 
as if a like declaration had been made by order of the 
Treasury under section 4 of the Act of 1859. It jg 
possible that some ingenious gentleman at the Treas 
may found upon this an “opinion” that Chief Clerks, in 
order to obtain a superannuation allowance, must hold 
a certificate from the Civil Service Commissioners. The 
idea of a solicitor of at least ten years’ standing in actual 
business submitting himself to a Civil Service Examina. 
tion is too ludicrous to be entertained; but there is 
serious side to the matter. Lord Romilly—than whom 
there can be no better authority on a point of this kind— 
declared in Parliament that considerable difficulty was 
experienced even before the passing of the Superan. 
nuation Act, 1866, in obtaining candidates for the office of 
Chief Clerk, and Lord Chelmsford endorsed the remark, 
What, then, are the chances of obtaining properly quali- 
fied applicants since that Act, and especially if there 
exists any apprehension that the Treasury authorities 
may hereafter discover that a Civil Service Examination is 
essential in this case also to obtaining a superannuation 
allowance ? 





THAT GROTESQUE ARRANGEMENT, the new Scheme of 
Legal Education, still continues to excite discontent and 
astonished interest. New difficulties are making their 
appearance. Gentlemen from the colonies who have 
reckoned on passing their examination during their leave 
of absence, and then returning as occasion might serve 
and quietly finishing their terms, find their expecta- 
tion disappointed by the rule which forbids the examina- 
tion of students before their 9th term. Indian students 
who have been taught to regard English as a classic, and 
English law as a system not altogether unworthy of 
the present age, find themselves barred by a requires 
ment for which no provision has been made in their 
university career, and are sent back to learn at a 
Uisadvantage the Roman mysteries of spondes-ne? 
spondeo, castrense and quasi-castrense peculium, and 
how to make a will per ws et libram. The wonder 
grows how this astonishing scheme ever came to be re- 
commended, even by a majority of one, in the Council of 
Legal Education, and how it came to be adopted by the 
Benchers of the Inns of Court. Probably, however, the 
explanation is not very far to seek. Panic is written in 
large and plain letters upon the face of the scheme. 





Tue Brock is tHE Court or CHancery, already of 
an unusual extent, has been considerably increased by 
the unfortunate illness of Vice-Chancellor Wickens, 
which seems, from all that we can learn, likely to 
necessitate His Honour’s absence from business for @ 
considerable time; certainly all the present sittings, and 
probably all or some part of Easter term as well. The 
arrangement throwing on Vice-Chancellor Bacon the 
whole work of both courts, as well as the bankruptcy 
business, is obviously tantamount to an indefinite post- 
ponement of the causes now waiting—and some of which 
have been waiting since June last—for hearing before 
Vice-Chancellor Wickens, because the arrear in his ow! 
court is more than sufficient to tax to the utmost Vice 
Chancellor Bacon’s disposable time, it being remembered 
that he has but five days a week for Chancery business. 
We have however heard it stated, on fair if not unquestion- 
able authority, that an arrangement will be made by which 
oneof the Lords Justices will, from and after Monday next, 
sit for Vice-Chancellor Wickens during his absence, and 
this, if true, will probably prove amply sufficient for the 
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occasion. The Act appointing the Lords Justices (14 & 15 
Vict. c. 83, s. 14), expressly enables the Lord Chancellor to 


authorise this arrangement. 





WE PRINT IN ANOTHER COLUMN an important circular 
just issued to the members of the Incorporated Law 
Bociety. It is certainly most desirable that in view of 
the approaching increase in the number of the Council 
and the revision of the bye-laws, the whole subject of 
the constitution of the Council should be thoroughly 
discussed; and for this purpose the course proposed to 
be adopted by the committee recently formed, of con- 
ferring with the Council, appears to offer great advan- 

es. Wecannot doubt that the Committee will find 
the Council willing to listen to their suggestions, and that 
by their co-operation the constitution and government 
of the society will be placed on a footing satisfactory to 
all its constituents. The names of over a hundred well- 
known London solicitors, and of over fifty country 
solicitors are appended to the circular as a first list of 
members of the committee. 








CODIFICATION. 

It seems that the principle, solvitur ambulando, is to 
be applied to the question of codification, and that an 
experiment is to be made upon one branch of the law in 
the first instance, with the view, if such experiment be 
successful, of going on by degrees to the codification of 
the whole. This mode of proceeding, while it un- 
doubtedly has considerable merits, is not without dis- 
advantages. It is an arrangement of a temporizing 
nature. To some extent it prejudges the question of the 
desirability of codification; to some extent it leaves it 
open. It proceeds upon the assumption that a great 
and sweeping alteration of our legal system is necessary, 
of which it is an instalment; and yet its comparatively 
modest character and limited extent, may lead to its 
acceptance without adequate consideration of the 
nature of the changes to which it is professedly the first 
Step. 

The law of evidence is chosen as the subject of the 
first experiment. Such a selection, dealing only with 
matters of procedure, will not thoroughly raise the 
principal difficulties connected with the general subject 
of codification. The great difficulty must always be to 
reconcile any practicable method of framing a code with 
the existing political system of this country. Mr. Fitz- 
james Stephen, who may be regarded as the high priest 
of codification, based his arguments in favour of a code, 
in a paper read to the Social Science Association, and 
published in the Fortnightly Review, upon the extended 
acquaintance which it would give the people with the 
laws affecting the common relations of life. He ex- 
pressly mentioned as heads of law to which codification 
should be applied, the relations of husband and wife, 
parent and child, guardian and ward, and the law 
relating to succession to property. It is in relation 
to matters such as these, and not to matters of procedure, 
that the proposed machinery of codification demands 
earnest reflection, and that political, social, and constitu- 
tional aspects of the question come into view which are of 
infinitely greater importance than any considerations 
relating merely to the more or less convenient form of 
the law. The difficulty is to devise any scheme by which 
codification on such subjects as these may be effected 
without, at the same time, effecting, in substance, grave 
constitutional -alterations of our existing mode of 
legislation. The danger is, that, under whatever 
outward forms it may be disguised, a delegation 
of the function of law-making to a few individuals will 
be necessary to the realisation of the essential objects of 
acode. Itis impossible to read the paper above referred 
to without seeing that Mr. Stephen feels the force of the 
suggestion that the formation of a code must involve 
hew principles of legislation. All modes of the forma- 
tion of Jaw in this country now are, and long have been, 





essentially popular, and it is matter for grave considera- 
tion whether a satisfactory code can possibly be framed 
without derogation from the popular character of our 
law-making. The statute law is, of course, discussed in 
public by a representative assembly. The common, or 
unwritten, law is substantially of no less popular origin, 
or, at least, has grown up under conditions which have 
operated as the strongest safeguards for its substantial 
correspondence with the will and habits of the people. 
It is not merely the invention of the judge’s brain, but 
a kind of crystallization from the political, social, or 
commercial customs and rules of conduct which have 
become portions of the national life, and from the 
general principles of reason, justice, or expediency, upon 
which such customs and rules are based. Every decision 
of a judge is liable to the most searching discussion by 
the bar, the press, and the general public, and the differ- 
ence between such discussion and any popular or general 
discussion, which would take place on the general rules 
of a code prior to its enactment, is very great, inasmuch 
as the discussion in the one case is upon the effect of a 
decision seen in relation to the concrete—a species of 
discussion of which the general public are fairly capable; 
and, in the other case, it is upon abstract general rules 
in their relation to future possible combinations of cir- 
cumstances—a sort of discussion of which only a few 
are capable, and for which still fewer have the requisite 
leisure and inclination. 

It is obvious that the details of a code cannot be 
scrutinized by Parliament as Acts now are; it must, 
in the nature of things, be drawn up by a person or 
persons appointed for the purpose, and accepted or 
rejected in thelump. “To pass a code, clause by clause, 
through the Houses of Parliament is utterly impracti- 
cable,” saidthe Attorney-General in his Plymouth speech ; 
“to pass a code made by competent men, submitted to 
Parliament, and acquiring the force of law, if Parlia- 
ment does not dissent, is quite practicable.” To the 
same effect is the significant article on the Difficulties of 
Legislation, which appeared in the Pall Mall Gazette 
on Wednesday last. ‘‘ The real truth,” said the writer, 
“is that Parliament is by no means well fitted for the 
work of putting its legislation into proper form.” Mr. 
Stephen also makes a similar admission in one part of 
his paper, where he says that Parliament could no more 
undertake to scrutinize the details of a codification bill 
than to paint a picture, though he endeavours elsewhere 
to show that there need be no delegation by Parliament 
of its power at all. A sketch is given by him in the same 
paper of the mode in which measures of codification are 
passed in India, and by analogy to which it is suggested 
such a measure might be passed in England. The expe- 
rience of India might be thought hardly to afford a satis- 
factory precedent for this country, inasmuch as our 
government of that country is paternal and not popular. 
It is proposed that a commission should be established 
for the draughting of codification bills: one of the com- 
missioners should draw them; they should then be dis- 
cussed by the Commission, and when settled published in 
the Gazette, in order to give opportunity for criticism and 
suggestions by those whose position and special know- 
ledge might enable them to offer valuable suggestions, 
and that the measure should then be introduced into 
Parliament by the Chancellor and the Law Officers of the 
Crown. It is indeed intimated that the Bill might be 
referred to a Select Committee of the House, but it is 
pretty plainly assumed that it must be passed without 
interference by Parliament at large with its provisions. 
It is hardly possible to discuss thoroughly the constitu- 
tional bearings of any such mode of legislation as is here 
sketched out until it has been put forward in a more 
specific shape. It is clear that measures so passed will 
not be like ordinary statutes, and the question therefore 
is whether they will come into existence under such con- 
ditions as will amount to a guarantee for their substan- 
tially popular character such as now exists in the case of 
the common law. 
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As far as we can judge, the scheme as sketched out by 
Mr. Stephen, seems to throw legislative power to a very 
much larger extent than we have any present experience 
of into the hands of selected individuals who will exercise 
substantially the functions of lawgivers over the nation 
at large. It may be urged that the same thing occurs to 
a very great extent with regard to a considerable amount 
of our legislation now; but then it must be remembered 
for what purposes it is proposed that these powers should 
be given. It is obvious that a proposition for entrusting 
to a small body of law-givers the power of remodelling 
and definitely settling the law relating to the principal 
social and political relations of life is a very different 
thing from leaving the details of measures relating to 
procedure and administrative minutie in professional and 
official hands. 








THE MODE OF VALUING MINERALS WRONG- 
FULLY SEVERED AND CARRIED AWAY. 
II. 

We considered in our last article the cases at Law on 
this subject, and shall now turn our attention to the de- 
cisions in Equity.. 

The first case we shall notice is that of Powell v. Aiken 
(4 K. & J. 343), and we shall discuss it at considerable 
length, because it appears to us to have been, in some 
quarters, the subject of great misapprehension. Mr. 
Bainbridge, for example, in his valuable treatise on the 
Law of Mines and Minerals, after observing (p. 614) 
that in cases of actual fraud a Court of Equity would 
probably follow the cases decided at law which give com- 
pensation without any deduction for the costs of working 
(as to which we may remark there is now no question), 
and that in aggravated cases of mistake the same rule 
might be applied, proceeds as follows:—“ In other cases 
compensation will be confined to the actual profits 
accruing, or which might have been fairly acquired from 
the trespass. The market price of the minerals at the 
mouth of the mine will be taken, and all just allowances 
be made for the costs of working,” and he cites Powell v. 
Aiken as an authority for this position. Now, in our 
opinion, and there is some judicial authority for a portion 
of what we are about to say (see the judgment of Vice- 
Chancellor Bacon in Llynvi Company v. Brogden, 19 W.R. 
196, L. R. 11 Eq. 188), the decision in Powell v. Aiken, 
so far from being a mitigation of the rigour of the law 
was to the effect that the rule at law was to be followed 
unless, on taking the accounts, and for that purpose 
ascertaining all the circumstances of the case, certain 
facts should appear that would show the severe rule 
at law to be too favourable for the defendants. The 
case was, in fact, one of the grossest fraud, a large 
air-course and certain level roads having been secretly 
driven through the plaintiffs’ coal for the purpose 
of connecting two collieries, situate one on each side 
of the plaintiffs’ property, and the plaintiffs, to use the 
judge’s words, “having been robbed of an enormous 
quantity of coal.” It is plain, from the report of the 
case, that the counsel for the defendants only asked that 
the rule in Martin v. Porter (5 M. & W. 351), should be 
followed, that is to say, that in taking the account 
against them they should be entitled (we quote the words 
of the report of their argument) “ to allowance in respect 
of their charges and expenses on account of the coal for 
which they might be held accountable, from the time 
when such coal was severed and first existed as a chattel, 
including carriage to the pit’s mouth.” They cited 
Martin v. Porter, Wild v. Holt (9M. & W. 672), and 
Morgan v. Powell (3 Q. B. 27 8); but did not refer to the 
milder rule laid down in Wood vy. Morewood (3 Q. B. 
440 n.); and indeed under the circumstances of the case 
it would have been little short of presumption in them 
to have done so. Vice-Chancellor Wood in his judgment 
said, “ I have had some difficulty as to the allowance to 
be made to the parties chargeable in respect of their 
charges and expenses on account of the coal so gotten 


———. 
the plaintiffs compensation as damages for the injury 
the defendants’ digging may have incidentally occasioneg 
to their property, it may be a question whether any 
allowance should be made to the defendants for getting 
coals, where the digging for those very coals may haye 
occasioned such injury. That difliculty, however, »jj 
be met by directing all just allowances to be made to the 
parties chargeable in respect of such charges and expenses, 
Some allowance, it is clear, they would have underordi 

circumstances, according to all the authorities; but it 
may be that the coal has been won in such a manner 
as seriously to injure the rest of the plaintiffs’ coal, Ip 
such a case there would be no just allowance to be made,” 
The minutes of the decree, so far as material to the pre. 
sent question, were as follows :—“ Certify the market 
price or value, or as near thereto as may be, of all coal 
so gotten or removed as aforesaid at the pit’s mouth, all 
just allowances being made to the parties chargeable in 
respect of their charges and expenses on account of such 
coal.”” ‘Taking then the whole case together, although 
we admit that the language of the judge was calculated 
to divert a hasty reader from what we consider the 
right view of his decision, we think that the following 
represents what really took place :—There being reason to 
believe that the digging of the coals had occasioned 
damage to the rest of the plaintiffs’ property, and the 
Court being then unable to give them damages in respect 
of this injury,—and on this point it is to be observed that 
Lord Cairns’s Act had not then been passed—the Court 
intimated that it would not give the defendants the allow- 
ance they would have had “ under ordinary circumstances 
according to all the authorities,” that is to say, the charges 


if, on their application for such allowance, it should be 
shown that the digging of the coals, in respect of which 
they applied for it, was the cause of damage to the rest 
of the property of the plaintiffs. The Court in fact, as 
we understand the case, was struggling against its then 
inherent inability to give consequential damages, and 
was prepared, by refusing the ordinary allowance for 
haulage, to do what it could to remedy the defect in its 
own powers. We may addthat if this is the right view 
of the case a proper apprehension of it would, in our 
opinion, have prevented a great deal of the confusion 
which a full perusal of the subsequent cases will show to 
have existed on the matter. 


The next case we shall mention is Hilton v. Woods 
(15 W. R. 1105, L. R. 4 Eq. 432). In that case the de- 
fendant, being desirous of working the coal under certain 
land, was unable to find the owner thereof, and -conse- 
quently applied to the person who had last sold the 
surface of the land. This person, a Mr. Dodsley, to whose 
predecessor in title the surface only had been conveyed, 
was unable to make any better title to the mines than 
appeared from his statutory declaration that he had been 
in possession of the estate from 1841 to 1854 when he 
sold the surface, and that during the whole period of his 
possession no claim was made by any one to the mines. 
However, under these circumstances, the defendant in 
October, 1859, paid Mr. Dodsley £800 for the coal under 
nine acres of the land, and forthwith proceeded to work 
the coal. The plaintiff was at this time quite ignorant 
of his rights, but his title to the mines was unimpeach- 
able. On a bill filed by him, Vice-Chancellor Malins 
followed the rule laid down in Wood v. Morewood, and 
ordered ‘‘that in estimating the amount to be paid by 
the defendant for the coal gotten by him, he was to be 
paid the fair value of such coal, as if the coal-field had 


fair market value of the district.” The whole of the 
land to which the plaintiff was entitled was about forty- 
seven acres, and it would not, therefore, be an extrava- 
gant supposition to make, that sometime or other the 
plaintiff might wish to work the coal himself. Under the 


coal gotten by him, and the plaintiff was, of course, de- 





or removed, because, while on the one hand I cannot give 


prived of the possibility of ever making such profit. 


incurred in respect of the coals after they were severed, . 


been purchased from the plaintiff by the defendant at the - 


decree, however, the defendant took the profit on the- 
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The next reported case on this subject that came 
pefore the Court was Liynvi Company v. Brogden (19 
w. R. 196, L. R. 11 Eq. 188), and here the rule in 
Martin v: Porter was followed by Vice-Chancellor Bacon. 

The case of Jegon v. Vivian (19 W. R. 365, L. R. 6 
Ch. 742), was next decided by Lord Chancellor Hatherley. 
In this case there had been a substantial and bond fide 

ispute as to the title, the question turning on the dura- 
tion of a term granted by way of lease, and the contest, 
commenced by way of ejectment, had been carried up to 
the House of Lords, and finally decided in favour of the 

laintiffs. ‘The defendants had gone on working the 
mines long after they had had notice of the claim of 
the plaintiffs, yet the Lord Chancellor, affirming in this 
ect the decision of the Master of the Rolls, followed 
the milder rule of Wood v. Morewood, and ordered the 
defendants “‘ to be charged with the fair value of the 
coal and minerals at the same rate as if the mines had 
been purchased by the defendants at the fair market 
yalue of the district.” From a perusal of the learned 
Chancellor's judgment, it would seem as if he thought 
his decision was equivalent to charging the defendants 
with the value of the coal as chattels, after deducting the 
cost of winning and getting; but a little consideration 
will show that there is this great difference between the 
two methods of taking the account—that on the method 
actually adopted the profit stayed with the defendants, 
while, if the other method had been taken, it would 
have gone to the plaintiffs. It is with great diffidence 
that we have pointed out what appears to us to be a con- 
fusion in that eminent Chancellor’s judgment which is a 
very valuable one if only because of its containing the fol- 
lowing remarks :—“ I think that the milder rule of law 
is certainly that which ought to guide this Court, subject 
to any case made of a special character which would 
induce the Court to swerve from it: otherwise, on the 
one hand, a trespass might be committed with impunity 
if the rule in pwnam were not insisted upon; so, on the 
other hand, persons might stand by and see their coal 
worked, being spared the expense of winning and getting 
it.” Afew months after this judgment, the same learned 
judge, affirming the decision of Vice-Chancellor Stuart, 
adopted the more severe rule of law in a case of fraud 
(Phillips v. Homfray, 20 W. R. Ch. Dig. 121, L. R. 
6 Ch. 770). 

We have now passed in review all the cases to which our 
attention need be drawn before we proceed to notice the 
last decided case on the subject; and we have seen that 
wherever the Court used a milder rule than that estab- 
lished in Martin v. Porter, the rule which it used was that 
laid down in Wood v. Morewood. 

We come now to the very recent case of In re United 
Merthyr Colleries Company (21 W. R. 117, L. R. 15 Eq. 
46), where we shall find that a new rule was adopted by 
Vice-Chancellor Bacon. 

In the case just referred to 16,932 tons of coal had 
been wrongfully taken by the United Merthyr Company 
from the adjoining colliery of the Powell Duffryn Com- 
pany, by working beyond their boundary. In the liquida- 
tion of the former company the latter company brought 
in their claim for the value of the coal thus taken. There 
appears to have been no substantial suggestion of fraud, 
or at any rate no evidence was offered on this point, and 
the judge charitably concluded that “it might have 
been a mere mistake.” 
being much influenced by the consideration that the 
claimants were themselves owners of mines, and, if they 








Acting on this view, and also 


had been undisturbed in the possession of the coal taken 
by the other company, must have incurred an expense in 
severing the coal before they could have made a profit, 
and being apparently under the impression that he was 
following the milder rule at law, Vice-Chancellor Bacon 
made an order on the 19th December, 1871, allowing the 
claimants to prove “for such an amount as is equal to 
the value, according to the average price of steam coal 
+ + . at the pit’s mouth of 16,932 tons of 
coal, after deducting therefrom the actual cost of severing 





the said 16,932 tons of coal, and the actual cost of carry~ 
ing the same to the pit’s mouth, such deductions to be 


settled by the judge in case the parties differ.’ The 
parties did differ about the Chief Clerk's decision, which 
was that under the order only the bare expenses of 
severing, banking, and raising up, taking those words in 
their literal sense, were to be allowed, and a motion on 
behalf of the United Merthyr Company was made before 
the judge, that the allowances should include, not only 
the money paid for cutting, banking, and raising, but 
also the wages, cost of wear and tear, and consumption 
of material and stores, without which the coal could not 
have been brought to the pit’s mouth. The judge 
refused to alter the words of the order, but plainly inti- 
mated his opinion that all the money that had been 
actually spent by the wrong-doers for wages, or anything 
else, in severing the coal and bringing it to the pit’s 
mouth, was to be allowed. 

Here then at last we have a decision which, although 
apparently decided by the judge on the misapprehen- 
sion that he was following the rule in [Vood v. Morewood 
and the cases in equity in which that rule was adopted, 
did, in our opinion, far more complete justice between 
the parties than the application of that rule would have 
effected. The Powell Duifryn Company were put 
(leaving out of view, of course, the peculiar circumstance 
that the trespassing company was in liquidation, and 
therefore probably insolvent) as nearly as possible in the 
same position as if they had themselves worked the coals 
and sold them at the usual price. At the risk of repeti- 
tion we will again point out that, had the rule which 
the judge thought he was following been actually fol- 
lowed by him, the claimant company would have occupied 
the position of having been forced to sell a large portion of 
their coal field at the price which a person intending to 
work it, and expecting to derive profit from such working, 
would have been prepared to pay. 

It is clear that the plan adopted by the learned Vice- 
Chancellor is far more just than the old rule of compul- 
sory purchase in the case of two adjoining mine owners, 
each working his own mine, and we think that in the 
majority of other cases also it would be a far better rule 
to adopt. A wrong-doer, although he has acted under a 
boné fide belief as to title, or may otherwise be held 
clear of ali imputation of fraud, cannot complain of 
being obliged to refund the profit he has made out of 
another person’s property, and in holding the scales be« 
tween him and the rightful owner, the latter ought surely, 
in a matter of this kind, to have some preference given 
to him. If the new rule were adopted when both the 
mines were being actually worked, it ought also to be 
adopted when the rightful owner intended to work, and 
not to sell, his mines; and it would be anything but ad- 
visable to take one rule where he said he intended to 
work his mines, and another where he was not pret 
pared to make such a declaration. In cases of fraud, 
perhaps, the severity of the rule in Martin v. Porter may 
still be defended, but we may be allowed to express 
a hope that both at law and in equity the judges may be 
able to fix upon the rule used by the learned Vice- 
Chancellor in the recent case as that to be adopted 
wherever it is not considered necessary to visit wrong- 
doers with the utmost rigour and severity. 





A Musicat Casz.—It may be doubted if any case can be 
produced to match the trial of Reed v, Carusi, before the 
Chief Justice at Baltimore. The question was of copy- 
right to a musical air, and whether or not the second air 
was a plagiarism from the plaintiffs. To determine the 
fact, a professional singer was sworn as a witness, and 
required to sing the two songs to the jary. This wag 
accordingly done under the—shal!l we say ?—leadership of 
tho Chief Justice; and the witness delivered with due 
gravity and all musical elognence— 

“T love it! I love it! and who shall dare 
To chide me for loving that old arm-chair,” &c., 
to such effect that the plaintiff got his caze.—American 
Law Review, 
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THE LAW’S DELAY. 
Vv. 

Tn our last article on this subject we dealt with all the 
classes of cases of conflict of jurisdiction between Law 
and Equity in which the objection was or could be taken 
by the parties, and provided for the transfer of the cause 
in every proper case (including all those cases in which 
under the present system there occurs a failure of justice 
by reason only of the plaintiff's error in procedure). 
There remains only the case where, although no objection 
was open to the parties on this ground, yet the Court, at 
the hearing of the cause, comes to the conclusion that the 
question raised can be more appropriately or conveniently 
decided in some other proceeding, and therefore abstains 
from interference, though unquestionably possessing 
jurisdiction. The recent cases of Gaunt v. Fynney (21 
W. R. 129) and Hoare v. Bremridge (21 W. R. 43) suffi- 
ciently illustrate our meaning. In this class of cases 
there is an extra hardship on the plaintiff, who has been 
admittedly justified in taking the course he did, and 
yet finds himself deprived of his remedy, and forced to 
commence de novo, ‘not from any mistake on the part of 
himself or his advisers, but simply from the exercise of an 
uncontrollable discretion by the Court. Now, we are 
not prepared to accede to the proposition, so strongly 
urged by Mr. Harcourt, for prohibiting in effect the 
exercise of any such discretion for the future; because 
we can see that cases must arise where the advantage 
of a change of proceeding is so obvious that it is 
only to be deprecated on account of the gross hardship 
of the consequences which now follow from it. Could 
such a question as that which arose in Inglis vy. Pasco 
(heard by Vice-Chancelior Wickens towards the end of 
last Hilary Term) have been cheaply and speedily referred 
to a jury, there can be no doubt his Honour would have 
taken that course, but he hesitated to put the parties to 
the costs of an action of trover, after having incurred all 
the expense of a Chancery suit. In these and such like 
cases* we propose that the Court should simply direct 
the hearing to stand over to come on before some other 
Court —or Division—or before a jury, as they may think 
fit; and that upon such further hearing, the tribunal 
to which the cause shall have been referred should pro- 
nounce such decree, order, or verdict as may be right, and 
that in the case of a decree or order it should be there- 
upon entered as the decree or order of the Court in which 
the cause was pending, and in the case of a verdict should 
be similarly entered, subject to such right of motion as 
now exists in the case of an action at law, or as may for 
the time being be allowed under any altered procedure 
in the case of trials by jury; and that the cause should 
thenceforth proceed exactly in the same way as if the 
Court before which it was first brought had itself pro- 
nounced the decree or order in question without any such 
reference. In this case there would be, it will be per- 
ceived, no transfer of the cause whatever; because as 
the plaintiff has, ex hypothesi, commenced his proceedings 
in a proper jurisdiction, and all that has happened is that 
some particular matter—whether decisive of every question 
in the cause or otherwise—has been sent for adjudication 
to a different tribunal for the convenience of the Court, 
there can be no reason for interfering in any other re- 
spect with that choice of remedy which is primdé facie 
the right of the plaintiff. The proposed proceeding will 
in fact be nearly analogous to the old practice of sending 
acase for the opinion of a Court of Law, with this 
difference, that we propose that the proper consequence 





* Cases in substance referable to this class will probably be 
very numerous if Lord Selborne’s proposed Bill should pass in 
its present shape, at least as we understand its provisions. None 
of the classes of cases previously considered will, under that 
Bill, have any existence, but a reference to the wrong Judge or 
Division must, unless the principle of division of labour is to be 
entirely lost sight of—and this we do not understand to be in- 
tended—be of not infrequent occurrence. By “ wrong” of 
course we do not mean “ not having jurisdiction,’ but “not the 
appropriate one for the cause as it eventually developes itself, » 








should flow at once from the judgment of the Court 

referred to, without the useless formality of an applica. 

tion to the Court of Equity to “apply the decision.” 
We have thus sketched as shortly as the very compli- 


| cated nature of the question would admit the scheme 
| which appears to us best fitted for promoting cheapness 


and expedition in litigation, so far as these ends can be 
obtained without sacrificing the higher interests of an en. 
lightened uniform administration of justice. Sufficient 
opportunity must be afforded to the parties to state and 
prove their respective cases, and to the judges to investi. 
gate and consider the conflicting contentions, whether of 
law or fact; and this cannot be done without consider. 
able loss, both of time and money; but in so far as our 
present system, or want of system, tends to aggravate this 
necessary expense, we think that the alterations we 
have suggested, if fairly worked out, would remove the 
admitted evils with less violence to the existing procedure, 
and therefore less of the loss inevitably incident to all 
organic changes, than any other which we have seen pro. 
posed. It would enable us to provide for each class of 
cases likely to require adjudication judges specially 
fitted for its definition, instead of, - with Mz, 
Harcourt, placing every judge in a position sug. 
gestive only of Margites, of whom it is recorded that 
mOAN yeioTaro Erya, Kaxws 3° nxloraro TayTa, 


it would give us all the facilities of transfer proposed 
by the Judicature Commissioners, without so dislocating 
our systems of pleading as to compel everyone, from the 
highest judge to the last admitted solicitor, to set to work 
to “learn a new trade”; it would provide an efficient 
tribunal for the decision of every contested question, 
according to its nature, instead of cither, as at present, 
determining the course of proceedings according merely 
to the court in which they happened to be commenced, 
or, as proposed by the Judicature Commission, forcing 
every pleading into the same bed of Procrustes; and it 
abolishes effectually the one great evil which no Par. 
liamentary reform has as yet ventured to attack, and 
yet which is, perhaps, productive of more practical evil 
than all the others put together—the compulsory 
decision of important and delicate questions by a single 
judge. 








RECENT DECISIONS. 


EQUITY. 
Company—Drrector’s QUALIFICATION. 
Re La Mancha Irrigation and Land Company, V.CM, 
21 W. R. 256. 

Conviction must, one would suppose, slowly . but surely 
be working its way into the minds of the directors of 
joint stock companies that the office of a director is not 
one conferring the right to receive so many thousands a 
year, and bringing no liability or responsibility with it, 
The heavy cause of Parker v. Lewis, which nearly mono- 
polized the attention of Vice-Chancellor Malins’ Court 
during the sittings after Michaelmas Term, may have 
attracted more attention, but does not inculcate a more 
salutary lesson than many cases of less magnitude which 
are from time to time recorded in our columns. One of 
the most ndive embarrassments of the ordinary director 
is to find that he is actually required to have a pecuniary 
interest in the company of whose business transactions he 
is, or is supposed to be, the manager and the guardian. 
To any man of ordinary intelligence, and possessed of 
even a superficial acquaintance with human nature, it 
would seem the most natural thing possible that share- 
holders entrusting their interests to a body of directors, 
should require that such directors should have an incen- 
tive, in the shape of a pecuniary interest in the success of 
the concern, to conduct its business with energy, zeal, 
and the best ability they have. The director, however, 
is of quite another opinion; and there is never any long 
interval in which we have not to note some case in which 
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adirector has come to the Court, seeking to be relieved 
of the shares, which the articles of association prescribe 
that, while holding the office of director, he shall hold as 
his qualification for that office. 

The latest case of this kind is Re Za Mancha TIrriga- 
tion and Land Company (21 W. R. 256), and the some- 
what peculiar circumstances of that case show that the 
Court. is not backward in enforcing the obligation to 
which we are here referring. In the “dark ages” (we 
have the Vice-Chancellor’s authority for using the ex- 

ression) in which the Marquis of Abercorn’s case (10 
W.R. 451, 548, 4 D. F. & J. 78) was decided, the Court 
had by no means come so clearly to the conclusion at 
which it has since arrived; but Leeke’s case (19 W. R. 
300, 664, L. R. 11 Eq. 100, Zbid. 6 Ch. 469) is a leading 
authority which has been followed by more than one im- 
portant decision, most unambiguously establishing the 
distinct proposition that for a director's qualification a 
director is necessarily liable. 

The circumstances of Re La Mancha Irrigation and 
Land Company, were certainly peculiar. The directors 
were appointed to their office by the memorandum of 
association itself, and were under its provisions to be 
holders of one share only. To provide for the appoint- 
ment of directors by the memorandum is most unusual. 
The only at all analogous case which we remember, is 
that of Mair v. Himalaya Tea Company (14 W. R. 165, 
L, R. 1 Eq. 411), where the appointment of a particular 
person as manager and agent was made a prominent 
condition in the prospectus of a company, and was ex- 
pressly provided for by the articles of association. In 
the present case, however, the directors were appointed 
by the memorandum. Subsequently, by a special reso- 
lution of the board of directors, it was provided that the 
“future qualification’ of a director should be the hold- 
ing of 100 shares. It was contended, of course, first, 
that the provisions of the memorandum could not be 
varied, and secondly that the words “ future qualification,” 
were intended to provide only for directors appointed 
after the date of the resolution. Both contentions, how- 
ever, were overruled, and the directors rendered liable in 
respect of 100 shares a-piece. The ruling of the learned 
Vice-Chancellor that the alteration in the memorandum 
effected by requiring the directors to become holders of 
100 shares instead of one share a-piece, was valid under 
the 12th section of the Companies’ Act, 1862, as an “ in- 
crease of capital,’ is not, it must be confessed, easy of 
comprehension—but the principle on which his Honour 
proceeded that it was against conscience and against 
reason that, after passing a resolution making 100 shares 
the future qualification, directors should continue to ex- 
ercise their functions while holding the merely nominal 
interest of a single £20 share, must commend itself to the 
understanding of every one but the director of a joint 
stock company. 


Coryricgut or Encravincs—Name or Proprietor. 
Rock v. Lazarus, V.C.M., 21 W. R. 215. 

It is required by statute 8 Geo. 2,c. 13, s. 1, that the 
day of the first publishing shall be truly engraved with 
the name of the proprietor on each plate, and printed on 
every print, or it will not be entitled to protection. 
Rock v. Lazarus lays down that the ordinary style of a 
firm, e.g., “ Rock & Co.” printed on the publication line of 
a print published by them, sufficiently shows who the 
proprietors are, to be a compliance with the requisition of 
the statute in that behalf, and that it is not necessary 
that the name of each partner should be printed in full. 
The decision goes a little beyond Graves v. Ashford (15 
W. R. 495, L. R. 2 C. P. 410), where “London. Pub- 
lished by Henry Graves and Company, May lst, 1861, 
Printsellers to the Queen, 6, Pall Mall,” was held a 
sufficient compliance with the statute as regards the 
Name of the proprietor; for there the “Co.” was 
& person to whom Graves paid a fixed monthly salary 
out of the business, so that Graves was practically the 





sole proprietor. It was long ago decided that the word 


“ proprietor” need not be added (Newton v. Cowie, 4 
Bing. 234), where the words “ Newton, del., lst May, 
1826, Gladwin, sculp.,” were held sufficient, Newton 
being, in fact, the sole proprietor. 


COMMON LAW. 
Buu or Sare Given py way or Renewat ror an Un- 
REGISTERED Bri or SALE. 

Small v. Burr, C.P., 21 W. R. 193, L. R. 8 C. B. 64. 

In a recent series of articles (16 8S. J. 284, 302) we 
discussed the various methods of evading the necessity 
for the registration of a bill of sale by way of mortgage. 
We there drew attention (p. 285) to the following plan : 
—The mortgage, by way of bill of sale, is executed, but 
is neither stamped nor registered ; before the expiration 
of the twenty-one days a fresh bill of sale is executed, and 
so on until the money is repaid. If it becomes necessary 
to put in force the bill of sale, the last one given is re- 
gistered within the twenty-one days and stamped. This 
plan was adopted in Small v. Burr, and was upheld 
against an execution creditor. We may return hereafter 
to a consideration of the effect of this and other recent 
decisions on the Bills of Sale Act. 








REVIEWS 
The Law and Practice under the Companies Acts, 1862, 1867, 

1870; The Life Assurance Companies Acts, 1870, 1871, 

1872 ; and other Acts relating to Joint Stock Companies, 

§c. By H. Burton Bucxtey, M.A., of Lincoln’s-inn, 

Esq., Barrister-at-Law, and Fellow of Christ’s College, 

Cambridge. London: Stevens & Haynes. 1873. 

While we entertain strong objections to the common and 
lazy practice of compiling law books by printing statutes 
verbatim and appending to each section a string of notes, 
we must admit that there are subjects as to which this is 
the only convenient or perhaps practicable mode of treat- 
ment. The branch of law to which Mr. Buckley's volume 
relates is obviously one of these exceptional cases, and by 
giviug the sections of the Acts in full and collecting and 
discussing ia the notes all the cases explanatory of each 
section, he appears to us to have accomplished his double 
object of supplying both a treatise on the Law of Joint 
Stock Companies and a handbook to the Acts, Orders, and 
Practice. 

Part 1 of the volume is devoted to the Companies Acts, 
1862 and 1867, the Joint Stock Companies Arrangement 
Act, 1870, and the General Orders made under these Acts. 
Part 2 is headed “ Other Acts relating to Joint Stock Com- 
ponies,” and contains the Industrial and Provident Societies 
Acts, 1862 and 1867, the Sale and Purchase of Bank Shares 
Act (30 Vict. c. 29), the Liquidation Act, 1868, and the 
Life Assurance Companies Acts, 1870, 1871, and 1872, and 
the Rules and Orders made under these Acts. Commencing 
with this latter part of the volume, we find not only the 
comparatively small number of cases decided on the Indus- 
trial and Provident Societies Acts carefully noted up, but 
references given to sections of the Companies Acts or 
other Acts which explain or illustrate the particular section, 
In a note to section 19 of the Industrial &c. Act of 1862, 
which enacts that “the provisions of the Joint Stock Com- 
panies Acts as to bills of exchange and the admissibility of 
the register of shares in evidence shall apply to all societies 
registered under this Act,” Mr. Buckley draws attention to 
an inaccuracy which may rank among the many brilliant 
recent achievements in the way of “incorporation.” The 
section is in all probability intended to apply to certain 
sections in the Companies Act, 1862 (which repealed the 
previous Acts relating to joint stock companies); but the 
latter Act, although it received the Royal assent on the 
sawe day as the former (7th August, 1862), did not come 
into operation until the 2nd November, 1862, while no date 
of commencement is fixed by the former Act. An incor- 
poration of provisions not in force at tho time is certainly 
a novelty, and, singularly enough, appears to have been 
overlooked in the preparation of the Amendment Act of 
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1867. On the recent Life Assurance Companies Acts 
few observations occur, but Mr. Buckley points out 
that section 1 of the Act of 1871, which provides that orders 
with respect to the payment of the deposit under the Act 
of 1870, and the investment and return thereof, and the 
payment of the dividends and interest thereof may be from 
time to time made, altered, and revoked by the Court of 
Chancery, apparently clashes with section 1 of the Act of 
1872, which enacts that the Board of Trade may from time 
to time make, revoke, alter, &c., rules with respect to the 
payment and re-payment of the deposit, the investment 
of or dealing with the same, and the payment of the interest 
or dividends from time to time accruing due on any such 
investment. 

The greater part of the volume is occupied by the Com- 
panies Act, 1862, and after a careful examination of the 
notes relating to many of the difficult and mach vexed 
questions arising upon the construction of this Act, we 
have formed a very favourable opinion of Mr. Buckley’s 
qualifications for the task he has undertaken. His obser- 
vations are characterised by clearness and terseness, and 
his deductions are generally very cautions. He does not 
shirk a difficulty, and wherever it is possible to draw out a 
principle from a series of cases he does so, afterwards 
presenting, in a shot compass, an outline of the decisions 
which he considers to establish the rule he has laid down. 
The labour involved in this method of dealing with case 
law will be understcod by those who have had occasion to 
apply the process to only one of the many groups of cases 
arising under the Act of 1862. As an illustration of Mr. 
Buckley’s concise yet clear and satisfactorymethod of treat- 
ing a difficult subject, we may refer to his observations on 
the liability and contributions of Class B contributories— 
@ topic, we need hardly say, creating no small interest at 
present. After stating the questions to be discussed, he 
goes with care and accuracy through the cases bearing on 
each point, and finally reduces them to a series of rules as 
to contribation and distribution. Wemust quote a passage 
which exactly expresses what has always appeared to ua 
to be the effect of the decision in Brett’s case. 

“Tt may be doubted whether the joint effect of Brett's 
case, Morris's case, and Webb v. Whiffin, is not to enable 
the B contributories to secure to those who may be termed 
the B creditors, the payment of their debts in full without 
increasing their own payments beyond those which they 
might have been called upon to make towards the assets 
of the company. For suppose that, when the A contributories 
have been exhausted, dividends have been paid pari passu to 
all the creditors to the amount of fifteen shillings in the 
pound, the B contributories are then liable to the extent of 
five shillings in the pound on the debts of the B creditors. 
What is there, then, to prevent the B contributories, before 
@ call is made upon them (for according to Brett's case it 
is not until the call is made, or even, it would appear 
from Marsh’s case, until the call is actually paid, that the 
position of the parties is fixed), from paying to the B 
creditors the remaining five shillings in the pound on their 
debts, and thus standing released from all liability to con- 
tribute to the assets of the company ? It is manifest that 
such a result would open the door to collusion of the most 
grievons kind between the B contributories and B credi- 
tors, would enable them to avoid by a side-wind that 
which Webb v. Whiffin decides to be the right destination 
of the B contributions, and would, in fact, authorise that 
which may be termed a fraudulent preference on the part 
of the B contributories in favour of the B creditors.” 

A very singular result of the operation of the rule as to 
the application of B contributions, coupled with the rule 
limiting the amount of those contributions, is bronght out 
on page 102. Not Jess praiseworthy is Mr. Buckley's digest 


of the cases relating to the shareholder's right to trans- | 


fer—a group of decisions peculiarly difficult to classify from 
the minateness and subtlety of the distinctions on which 
they have sometimes turned. The whole book, in 
fact, seems to us to bo well and carefally oxecuted. Tho 
eases are brought down to the end of the last Long Vaca- 
tion, and in the instances to which we have applied a test 
we have not found any omissions. The decisions ia the 
Albert and European Arbitrations, reported in the 
Solicitor’ Journal, are doly noted, and to the two cases in 
October and November last, referred to on pp. 233, 234, 
462, 463, as not yet reported, readers may append the refer. 








—= 
ences, Coghlan's case, 17 8. J. 127, and Blundell's case, 7 
8. J. 87. An excellent system of cross-references, placed 
at the foot of each section, adds very greatly to the valug 
of the book. 


a 


The Law Magazine and Review. February, Butterworths, 
This month’s issue contains a characteristic article by 
Mr. Finlason, entitled, ‘Illustrations of our Judicial 
System,” in which extensive quotations are made from the 
Times’ reports of cases. We observe that Mr. Finlagon 
asserts that the Vice-Chancellor of the County Palatine of 
Lancaster “ never goes there at all, but sits in London,” 
Is it possible that the critic of our judicial system is not 
aware that the Vice-Chancellor goes down both to Liver. 
pool and Manchester four times a year? Mr. Fendall 
Currie contributes an interesting sketch of the history of 
the Indian Criminal Codes, and, after an article on the late 
John Adolphus, Mr. Finlason winds up with a discussion 
of the subject of constructive contempt of court, with 
special reference to the Onslow and Whalley case. 





Le Droit Civil Canadien, suivant Uordrs etabli par les codes, 
Par GonzaLvE Doutre, B.C.L., Avocat, &c., et EpMonp 
Lareau, LL.B., Avocat, &c. Montreal: Doutre & Co, 
1872. 

We have received the last part of the first volume of this 
work, which brings down the preliminary history of 

Canadian law to the year 1791. 








COURTS. 


THE EUROPEAN ASSURANCE SOCIETY 
ARBITRATION.” 


(Before Lord Westbury.) 
Oxtober 26.—Re Ewropean Assurance Society, Michael 
Brown's case. 
Life assurance company—Contributory—Liquidation by are 

rangement—Bank: upt shareholder—Bankruptey Act, 1869, 

8. 23—Disclaimer of shares by trustez—Costs of winding up 

company. 

In the interval between the presentation of the petition and 
the order to wind up the E. Assurance Society, B., a holder of 
800 shares in the society, presented a petition for liquidation of 
his affairs by arrangement. By a subsequent meeting of his 
creditors it was specially resolved that his affairs should be 
liquidated by arrangement ; that his discharge should be im 
mediately granted; and that a trustee of his estate should bs 
appointed. 

The statement of B.'s affairs submitted to his ereditors showed 
that his liabilities were of considerable amount, while his assets 
were only £4. The E. Society was represented at the meeting, 
and proved in respect of B.'s liability, both for unpaid calls, 
and for the amount yet remaining to be called up on his shares, 
The resolutions of the meeting were duly registered and certified, 
and the trustee proceeded to disciaim the shares, under the pro- 
visions of the Bankruptcy Act, 1869, s. 23. 

The official liquidator of the E. Society now claimed that B. 
was, notwithstanding the disclaimer of the shares, liable to cone 
tribute for the costs of the winding up, for which no proof had 
been made against his estate. 

Held, that though there was reaso. to believe that the pro- 
ceedings in the liquidation were frawlulent and collusive, the Are 
bitrator, considering the proof made therein by the Society, had 
no power to order either B,, or the trustee of his estate to cone 
tribute for these costs. 

The question in this case was, whather Michael Brown 
or the trustee of his estate under a liquidation by arrange- 
ment of the 14th November, 1871, were liable to contribute 
towards payment of the costs of the winding up of the 
European Assurance Society. 

On the 10th June, 1871, a petition was presented to wind 
up the European Society, upon which petition the winding- 
up order was subsequently made on the 12th of January, 


872. 
On the 28th October, 1871, Michael Brown, a holder of 800 
shares in the society, filed a petition in the Stockport County 
Court under the Bankraptey Act, 1869, s. 125, for liquida- 


© Reported by W. Bousfield, Ksq., Barristor-at-law. 
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ion of his affairs by arrangement. On the 14th November, 
1871, the general meeting of his creditors was held, when it 
-was specially resolved, by the statutory majority of creditors 
present, that his affairs should be liquidated by arrange- 
‘ment and not in bankruptcy; that Joseph Barratt should 
be appointed trustee; that Michael Brown’s discharge 
ghould be immediately granted ; and that the trustee should 
be entrusted with the registration of the special resolutions 
then made. The statement of Brown’s affairs submitted 
tothe meeting showed that his liabilities amounted to 
£2,393 2s. 1d. and his assets to £4 only. The society was 
sepresented at this meeting by its solicitors, and submitted 
its proof as a creditor for £1,436 3s. 9d., £636 3s. 9d. 


ahereof being in respect of unpaid calls, and £800, in | 


-respect of a liability of £1 per share as yet uncalled upon 
‘Brown's shares. In certificates of the 15th and 16th No- 
-vember, 1871, the Registrar of the Stockport County Court 
eertified that Brown’s discharge had been granted, and 
-that Barratt had been duly appointed trustee of his estate 
in the liquidation. On the latter of these days the trustee, 
under the provisions of the Bankruptcy Act, s. 23, dis- 
laimed the 800 shares. A copy of this disclaimer together 
with the certificates for the shares were forwarded to the 
society. Ou the winding up of the society Michael Brown 
was placed on the list of contributories, but it was not con- 
tended by the official liquidator that he was liable to con- 
tribute except for the expenses of the winding up. 

The Bankruptcy Act, 1869, s. 23, provides that “when 
any property of the bankrupt acquired by the trustee under 
this Act consists of land of any tenure burdened with 
-onerous covenants, of unmarketable shares in companies, of 
unprofitable contracts or of any other property that is un- 
saleable, or not readily saleable, by reason of its binding 
the possessor thereof to the performance of any onerous 
-act, or to the payment of any sum of money, the trustee, 
notwithstanding he has endeavoured to sell, or has taken 
possession of such property or exercised any act of owner- 
ship in relation thereto, may, by writing under his hand, 
‘disclaim such property, and upon the execution of such 
disclaimer the property disclaimed shall, if the same is a 
-contract, be deemed to be determined from the date of the 
-order of adjudication ; and if the same is a lease be deemed 
to have been surrendered on the same date; and if the 
-same be shares in any company be deemed to be forfeited 
from that date, and if any other species of property it shall 
revert to the person entitled on the determination of the 
- estate or interest of the bankrupt, but if there shall be no 
person in existence so entitled, then in no case shall any 
estate or interest therein remain in the bankrupt. Any 
person interested in any disclaimed property may apply to 
the Court, and the Court may, upen such application, order 
possession of the disclaimed property to be delivered up to 
him or make such other order as to the possession thereof 
as may be just. 

Any person injured by the operation of this section shall 
be deemed a creditor of the bankrupt to the extent of such 
injury, and may accordingly prove the same as a debt under 
the bankruptcy.” 

The 31st section provides—‘ Demands in the nature of 
unliquidated damages arising otherwise than by reason of 
a contract or promise shall not be provable in bankruptcy, 
and no person having votice of any act of bankruptcy 
available for adjudication against the bankrupt shall prove 

for any debt or liability contracted by the bankrupt subse- 
- quently to the date of his so having notice. Save, as 
aforesaid, all debts and liabilities, present or future, cer- 
tain or contingent, to which the bankrupt is subject at the 


‘ date of the order of adjudication, or to which he may be- 


come subject during the continuance of the bankruptcy by 
reason of any obligation incurred previously to the date of 
the order of adjudication, shall be deemed to be debts 
provable in bankruptcy, and may be proved in the pre- 
scribed manner baforo the trustee in the bankruptcy. An 


‘estimate shall be made according to the rules of the Court 


for the time being in force, so far as the same may be ap- 
plicable, and where they are not applicable at the discre- 
tion of the trustee, of the value of any debt or liability 
provable as aforesaid, which, by reason of its being subject 
to any contingency or contingencies, or for any other 
Teason, does not bear a certain value, Any person 


“aggrieved by any estimate made by the trastee, as afore- 


said, may appeal to the Court, and the Court may, if it 








think the value of the debt or liability incapable of being 
fairly estimated, make an order to that effect, and upon 
such order being made such debt or liability shall, for the 
purposes of this Act, be deemed to be a debt not provable 
in bankruptcy, but if the Court think that the value of the 
debt or liability is capable of being fairly estimated it may 
direct such value to be assessed, with the consent of all 
parties interested, in the Court itself without the interven. 
tion of a jury, or if such parties do not consent by a jury, 
either before the Court itself or some other competent 
Court, and may give all necessary directions for such pur- 
pose, and the amount of such value when assessed shall be 
provable as a debt under the bankruptcy. 

“ Liability,” shall for the purposes of this Act inclade 
any compensation for work or labour done, any obligation 
or possibility of an obligation to pay money or money’s 
worth on the breach of any express or implied covenant, 
contract, agreement, or undertaking, whether such breach 
does or does not occur, or is or is not likely to occar, 
or capable of occurring before the close of the bank- 
ruptcy, and generally it |shall include any express or 
implied engagement, agreement, or undertaking, to pay, 
or capable of resulting in the payment of money or 
money’s worth, whether such payment be as respects 
amount fixed or unliquidated ; as respects time, present 
or future, certain or dependent, on any one contingency, or 
on two or more contingencies ; as to one mode of valuation 
capable of being ascertained by fixed rules, or assessable 
ouly by a jury, or as matter of opinion.” ; 

Section 125, sub-section 7, provides that the trustee, 
undera liquidation by arrangement, shall have the same 
powers and duties as the trustee under a bankruptcy. 

By the 75th section of the Companies Act, 1862, it is 
provided that in the bankruptcy ofa contributory of a com. 
pany, it shall be lawful to prove against his estate the 
estimated value of his liability to future calls, as well as 
calls already made. 

The 77th section provides that the assignees of any 
bankrupt contributory of a company, shall be deemed to 
represent him for all the purposes of the winding up of the 
company, and shall be deemed to be contributories aceord- 
ingly, and may be called upon to admit to proof against 
the bankrupt’s estate any moneys due from such bankrupt 
in respect of his liability to contribute to the assets of the 
company being wound up. 

Section 153 provides that “where any company is being 
wound up by the Court, or subject to the supervision of the 
Court, all dispositions of the property, effects, and things 
in action of the company, and every transfer of shares, or 
alteration in the status of the members of the company 

made between the commencement of the winding up and 
the order for winding up, shall, unless the Court other- 
wise orders, be void.” 

M. Cookson, for the joint official liquidator of the Euro. 
pean Assurance Society, urged that M. Brown was not so 
discharged by the liquidation for arrangement as to be 
freed from liability to contibute to tho expenses of the 
winding up. At the date of the liquidation these expenses 
could not have been estimated, as it was uncertain whether 
there would be a winding up at all—and therefore they 
could vot be considered a contingency properly to be pro- 
vided for under the 31st section of the Bankruptcy Act 
1869. The disclaimer, where anything was done on the 
shares, could not exonerate the debtor from paying what 
was so due, though it might be that no demand could be 
made upon the trustee who had disclaimed. The questicn 
really was whether the 153rd section of the Companies Act, 
1862, preventing all change of ownership of shares after 
the presentation of the petition for winding up, was over- 
ridden by the 23rd section of the Bankruptcy Act. 

Graham Hastings, for Michael Brown, was not called upon. 

Lord Wesrsury said that the Legislature, and persons 
who had been calling out for a great alteration of the 
bankruptcy laws, had got so far advanced, that those who, 
entertaining the old notions of what was just and right to 
be done, were unable to find the means of satisfying the 
demands of justice. If this case were to be judged accord. 
ing to the principles of equity and the rule of what was 
right, what he should have directed to have been done 
would have been this, first, to direct an application to be 
made to set aside the bankruptcy and the p ings 
thereunder, as having been collusive ; and if that had been 
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done, the whole thing would have fallen to the ground. 


Then Brown would have been dealt with as an owner of 


shares. But if that could not be done, and he certainly 
saw no way of doing it now, especially after the unwise 
step of proving this large debt against a man who con- 
fessed property only to the amount of £4, and whose con- 
fession was believed and acted upon by his creditors, it 
would be an idle thing to attempt to pursue this person 
for his liability to coutribute to the future expenses of 
this liquidation. 

The 22nd section of the Bankruptcy Act, 1859, »ro- 
vided that proof might have been made for any injary 
inflicted on the society by the disclaimer, and there- 
fore this wise society went in and proved an estimate 
of Brown’s liability to the amount of nearly £1,500, 
about as idle a thing as could have been done, and 
now sought to do another idle thing, namely, to prosecute 
Brown for an imaginary liability to costs to be ascertained 
at some future and uncertain time. He could not 
deal with this case, though it had all the elements 
of acollusive proceeding. The ability displayed in getting 
rid of liability on the shares was far more ingenious than 
the transfer of shares toa man of straw. He believed 
there were many other cases of the sort; and in them all 
the society by proving had enabled the shareholders to get 
off. Even if there were a question as to whether among 
these inconsistent enactments, the disclaimer was really 
getting rid of tho liability, the fact of the proof prevented 
the case being argued. This attempt to prove for future 
costs must fail. The bankrupt could not be considered as 
the person who represented that liability, because his 
shares had been forfeited; nor could the trustee, for 
nothing had passed tohim. He had faithfully done what 
it was intended he should do—disclaimed the shares in 
order that they might be annihilated, and that his friend 
the bankrupt might be relieved from liability and the 
society had adopted it all, and had brought things to sucha 
pass, that it was hopeless to attempt to do anything with it. 
He would make no order on this occasion. Nor would he 
remove Michael Brown from the list of contributories. 
There would be no order for him to be put there, but if ho 
were there he must get off as he could. As he believed 
the case had been brought by arrangement as a representa- 
tive one, the costs would have tobe paid by the official 
liquidator of the European Society. 

Solicitors, Mercer & Mercer ; Dangerfield 5S Fraser. 








It is announced that Lord Hatherley is progressing so 
well that the most confident hopes are entertained of the 
recovery of the sight of one eye at least. Her Majesty the 
Queen has telegraphed inquiries about the health of the 
noble and learned lord. We are glad to learn that the 
latest accounts are favourable. 

THE New Law Covurts.—On Monday, in answer to a 
question by Mr. Gregory, Mr. Ayrton said that at the 
beginning of last year he had stated that sketch plans and 
designs for the New Law Courts had been some time 
before approved by the Treasury and had been laid before 
Mr. Street, the architect appointed to carry out the work, 
in order that he might prepare contract plans and draw- 
ings. He was then under an engagement to prepare those 
plans and drawings within a period of six months ; but it 
turned out that a great deal more time was required than 
had been anticipated, and though Mr Street had, he 
believed, worked very diligently to fulfil his engagement 
he had not completed the contract plans and drawings 
until a short time ago. They in fact amounted to no less 
than 300 drawings ona large scale, and it was necessary 
after they had been furnished that the surveyors should 
perform the operation known as “ taking out the quan- 
tities” to enable the contractors to tender. That work 
appeared to be one of great magnitude, and had occupied 
more time than had been anticipated, and was spread over 
a great many hundred pages of foolscap. The result was, 
however, now in the possesion of Mr. Street, and the 
tenders for contracts would, he hoped, be received on the 
25th of March. If the tenders were satisfactory the con- 
tracts would be entered upon on one of them for the con. 
struction of the new building. | We understand that the 
*‘quantities’’ were given out at the commencement of 
this weck to the contractors who are to tender.—Ep. 8. J.] 





——— 


GENERAL: CORRESPONDENCE, 


—— 


Tue ADMINISTRATION OF THE BANKRUPTCY Law, 

Sir,—Some months back I called attention through 
your columns to the lax mode in which the bankruptcy lay 
is administered in Basinghall-street. I then pointed ont 
that tho functions of both counsel and attorney were com. 
pletely superseded by accountants, or persons calling them. 
selves accountants, many of whom could scarcely distingnish 
the debit from the credit side of anaccount. Yet these per- 
sons, forsooth, are in the habit of addressing the Conrt 
daily, although the 70th section of the Act of 1869 provides 
that “ if any person not being an attorney practises in the 
Court of Bankruptcy as attorney or solicitor, he shall be 
deemed guilty of a contempt of the Court.” 

Another crying evil in the administration of the 
bankruptcy law is owing to the division of the Court, part 
of which sits in Lincoln’s-inn-fields, and part in Basinghall. 
street—so that parties engaged in bankruptcy matters have 
to hurry from one place to the other. This has been the 
position of things for the last three years, and it is high 
time that a state, so disgraceful to this country, should 
now cease. But, alas, “ the powers that be”’ do not seem 
inclined to move in the matter, and, unless through the 
medium of the public press, there appears no chance of 
amendment. JUSTITIA, 

February 5. 





Tue Licensine Act. 

Sir,—The remarks on the new Licensing Act in your last 
number have called my attention to those in the number of 
the 25th ult., which I had not observed. It is there said 
that it was urged in Simphin’s case, that in eg. v. Middle- 
sex Justices, the attention of the Court was not drawn to the 
fact that the license had expired when the application was: 
made under the 14th section. The fact really is, that in 
Reg. v. Middlesex Justices, the point was argued by counsel, 
and expressly adverted to by the Court, and the case ought 
to be an authority for the view which you advocate. It 
was heard late on a Saturday afternoon in June, andI 
suppose that accounts for the feebleness of the reports, but 
the point is, as you say, of great importance now. 1 was 
present for the respondent justices, and have always acted 
upon the decision. 

WALTER ScADDING. 








IRELAND. 


COMMON PLEAS. 

(Before Monanan, C.J., Keocu, Moris, and Lawson, JJ.) 
Feb. 4.—Belfast Municipal Election, Gribben v. Kirker.* 
Municipal election—Poll open after four p.m.—3 § 4 Viet. e 
108, s. 64—35 § 36 Vict. c. 33. 

Wherein a municipal election under the joint provisions of 
the Municipal Corporations Act and the Ballot Act, votes were 
taken of voters inside the polling booth after four p.m., although 
they had entered the polling booth before that hour, the election 
was set aside. 

This was a petition brought under the Locai Govern- 
ment Act, 1871, praying that the election of Alderman 
Kirker, who was elected under the joint provisions of the 
Ballot Act and the Municipal Corporations Act, be declared 
null and void. The facts, as disclosed by affidavits of 
petitioners, and uncontroverted by the respondents, were 
as follows:—The election was held in November, 1872. 
There were two candidates for the office of alderman for 
the Cromac ward of Belfast, and the respondent was de- 
clared duly elected by a majority of one vote. He himself 
presided as returning officer. The hour at which the poll 
should have been closed was four o'clock (3 & 4 Vict. c. 
108, s. 64+). At that hour many electors were unpolled. 
The door was shut, and those without the booth were pre- 
vented voting, but those within the booth were polled tild 
about five p.m. : 

Porter, Q.C. (Monro with him), for petitioner.—It is 
stated on affidavit that Brett, the agent for the petitioners, 


* Reported by C. R. Roche, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 
+ A similar provision is contained in 5 & 6 Will. 4, c. 76,8, 82. 
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to those within the booth being polled, but he was 
not an agent; for any of the candidates. Even if he was, an 
election is a matter of public concern, and a private con- 
tract could have no influence in such a case. 

Falkiner, Q.C. (Seeds with him), for respondent.—This 
petition has not been brought against the two town coun- 
cillors who were elected at the same time the respondent 
was elected alderman. The agent of the petitioners 
acceded to the votes being taken after four p.m.; those 
who got in were there within the stetutable hour. Who- 
ever is within the precincts is supposed to be up to time. 
The fact of the poll being kept open after statutable hours 
is not enough to set aside the election: Coventry case, P. 
& K. 344. Where there was an adjournment on account of 
riots, and by the Act the poll should have been opened on 
the subsequent day, but was not, but the booths were 
opened on the afternoon of the day of the adjournment, and 
so the statutory period was shortened, the election was 
held good: Roxbowrg case, F. & F. 475. If one man out of 
a huge constituency vote after four p.m., would that violate 
the election ? [Lawson, JW—We have no means of know- 
ing what votes were recorded after four p.m. on account 
of the voting being by ballot.] Why not take the numbers 
of the voting papers which were recorded after that hour. 
What is the effect of so small a mistake? [MonaHan, C.J. 
—But in this case the whole election might have turned on 
a smal! number of votes.] The result must be shown affir- 
matively to be affected: Limerick Election, P. & K. 355. 
The election is not, ipso facto, avoided. 

Monanan, C.J.—The provisions of the statute have not 
been complied with. The cases quoted do not go to the 
length of laying down that the result must be shown to 
have been affected by keeping the poll open. The election 
must be set aside. Each party to pay his own costs. 

Solicitors for the petitioner, Lestrange & Brett. 

Solicitor for the respondent, McCombe. 








PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 


Feb. 7.— Zhe Northfleet-—Extradition Treaties.— Lord 
Carnarvon asked whether any Extradition Treaty existed 
with Spain by which the master of the Murillo could be 
punished for his treatment of the Northjleet ?—Lord Gran. 
ville said that we had no Extradition Treaty with Spain ; 
but active negotiations were goihg on at the present 


moment with the view of having one completed. The 
receipt of a draught Treaty from Spain led to observations 
from the Home Office, and these made further negotiations 
necessary before a Treaty was concluded. 


Feb. 11.—Regulation of Railways.—Lord Buckhurst in- 
troduced a Bill for the regulation of railways and the 
prevention of accidents. 

Feb. 13.—The Supreme Court of Judicature.—The Lord 
Chancellor, in introducing a measure to establish a Supreme 
Conrt of Judicature and a High Court of Appeal, said that 
the main provisions of the measure relating to the former, 
were in accordance with the recommendations of the Judi- 
cature Commission. 

ConstTiTUTION. 


I propose to unite all the present Superior Courts of 
Common Law and Equity, and also the Probate and Di- 
vorce Court, the Admiralty Court, and the London or 
Central Court of Bankruptcy in one Supreme Court, ex- 
ercising a general jurisdiction, and also hearing appeals 
from Inferior Courts. I do not mean to elevate the 
Inferior Courts so as to unite them to the Superior Courts ; 
but propose to abolish two jurisdictions of the counties 
palatinate of Lancaster and Durham. The High Court 
will consist of the present Judges of the Courts of Common 
Law, the present Vice-Chaucellors, the present Master of 
the Rolls, the present Judge of Probate and Divorce, the 
present Judge of Admiralty, with the exception of such 
three of them as her Majesty may think fit to remove to 
the Court of Appeal, to remain there permanently. The 
President of the Supreme Court will be the Lord Chief 
Justice of England, and the Lord Chief Justice of the 
Common Pleas and the Lord Chief Baron, will be chiefs 





of divisions with their present titles ; but all the remaining 
Judges will be called “ Judges of the Supreme Court.” 


JURISDICTION. 
This Court will exercise the jurisdictions of all the Courts 
except the Court of Appeal—namely, the jurisdiction of the 
Court of.Chancery, of the Courts of Common Law, of the 
Probate and Divorce, of the Admiralty, and of the London 
or Central Court of Bankruptcy. There are seven heads 
under which the Court in all its branches will exercise a 
jurisdiction. First, it will give effect to the equitable 
rights and remedies of plaintiffs; secondly, it will do the 
same in regard of equitable defences by defendants; thirdly, 
it will give effect to counter claims of defendants; fourthly, it 
will take incidental notice of the equities of other parties ; 
fifthly, it will stay proceedings by its own order, thus doing 
away with the proceedings to stay by injunction; sixthly, 
it will give effect to legal rights and remedies ; and lastly 
it will by rule prevent a multiplicity of proceedings. 
Divisions. 
When this Bill comes into operation, which I propose shall 
be in about a year after it passes, it is proposed to transfer 
the business as it may be found to the new Court and deal 
with it under the new system, except where some mere 
formal step only remains. It is proposed to divide the 
new Court into four divisions of five judges. Every judge 
is tobe made available for any division in which his ser- 
vices may be required. The first division of the Court will 
consist of the present judges of the Court of Queen’s Bench, 
subject to the necessary arrangement of taking three judges 
permanently to the Court of Appeal ; the second division of 
the existing Judges of the Court of Chancery; the third, 
of the existing judges of the Court of Common Pleas; the 
fourth, of the existing judges of the Court of Exchequer. 
The existing judge of the Court of Admiralty will be a 
member of the second or Chancery division of the Supreme 
Court of Judicature, and the chief of this division will be 
the existing Master of the Rolls. With the exception of 
the second or Chancery division, all the divisions will have 
that class of business which falls to the Courts of which 
the future judges of these divisions are now 
members, Thus, criminal and Crown business will be 
in a division composed of the Judges of the Queen's Bench, 
Common Pleas business will be in that of the Judges of 
the Court of Common Pleas, and revenue business will be 
in that of the Judges of the Exchequer. The second divi- 
sion will hear Admiralty cases, as the Admiralty Judge 
will be there, and bankruptcy cases, as the Bankruptcy 
Judge will be there, and also that class of cases for which 
the Court of Chancery is at present the only available 
machinery, transacting all ‘‘ administrative business,” 
requiring administrative machinery. The judge of Pro- 
bate and Divorce will not be attached to any division of 
the Court and, of course, he will hear such cases as are now 
heard in his court. Every suitor, subject to these rules, 
will have a right to bring his action in any division and 
before any Judge. But some of your lordships may suggest. 
that perhaps, through ignorance on the part of the suitor, 
or from some other cause, the case may go toa wrong 
division, and then what is tobe the remedy? Why, it 
would simply be removed into the right division, and the 
proceedings would be taken up at the point to which 
they had arrived. There will be power to transfer a case 
from one division to another, or from one Judge to another 
in consequence of the nature of the case or because of 
litigation going on elsewhere, or in consequence of any 
other reason which may make such transfer desirable. 
Sirtines. 

With respect to sittings it is proposed that when the Bill 
comes into operation all cases which are now heard before a. 
single judge shall be heardin that way. The effect of that 
will be this :—In the second branch, in which the Judges, 
will be the Chancery Judges, the Admiralty Judges, and the 
Bankruptcy Judges, the business will, as it always has been 
still be conducted by a single judge; and on the other 
hand, in the branch where the business has been transacted 
before more than one arrangements will still be made for 
a plurality of Judges. These Judges will preside over what 
are called in the Bill Divisional Courts. The Bill proposes 
that the number of Judges to sit in such courts should be 
three, so as if necessary, be able to have seven Divisional 
Courts sitting contemporaneously. Ail appeals from in~ 
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ferior courts are to be taken to Divisional Courts of three 
Judges, and it is proposed that special points of law shall 
always be subject to their determination. 


TRIALS. 
-It is proposed to retain trial by jary in all cases where it 
now exists, except in cases totally unfit to be tried by a 
jary at all, which it is proposed shoald be sent to refer- 
ence, even if the parties do not agree to it, public officers, 
entitled official referees, being appointed. The Bill pro- 
vides for the appointment, where the parties may desire it, 
of special referees. The proposal of the Bill is that they 
shall determine all questions of fact, leaving questions of 
Jaw to be determined by the Divisional Courts. There 
-will be no need of application from one Court to another, 
-as is now the case, when, for, instance, an injunction is 
-desired, becaus? everything connected with a suit will be 
taken before the Court that is dealing with it. It is pro- 
posed that, subject to equitable principles, all legal 
rights of all parties shall be fully recognised. Words havo 
‘been introduced in the Bill to provide that where 
there is any variance between the rules of law and those 
-of equity,and the matter is not expressly dealt with, 
the rules of equity ‘shall prevail; but there are cases in 
~which it is desirable to at once legislate. The first altera- 
tion is a rather important one. It is proposed that in the 
administration of insolvent estates by the Court after the 
death of a debtor, substantially the rules applicable to in- 
solvency shall be adopted. The next is in respect of 
limitation as to trust, so that the law of limitation between 
expressed trustees and cestui que trusts should not apply ; 
then the distinction between legal and equitable waste is to 
be done away with. Again, merger is not to apply where 
an equitable interest continues. Again, there is an altera- 
tion in respect of suits by mortgagors in possession. It is 
proposed to adopt therule of law as regards certain 
stipulations in contracts, and not the equitable rule, and also 
to remove certain technical impediments in the way of ap- 
plications for injunctions and the appointment of receivers. 
In respect of collisions at sea itis proposed to do away with 
@ rule which now holds good in the Court of Admiralty, 
and to adopt in its stead the rule of common law as being 
more applicable to the general principle of contributory 
fraud or contributory negligence. The rale of law is that 
if the plaintiff is in the wrong he cannot recover from the 
defendant, and if the defendant is in the wrong he cannot 
recover from the piaintiff. But what the Court of Ad- 
miralty does if two ships run into each other and both go 
to the bottom is to add the value of both ships and then 
divide the total between the two parties. Then, as to 
the custody of infants and other matters in which there is 
at present a conflict between law and equity ; the rales of 
equity are to preva'l. The Bill proposes to abolish the 
division into terms. 
PRocEDURE. 
Rules as to procedure will be found in the Schedule to the 
Bill. Formal proceedings, such as suing out writs, may 
be taken in the local registries in the country. The officers 
of all the Courts will be carried over, and powers will be 
taken for the distribution of the work among them. It is 
proposed, between the passing of the Act and its coming 
into uperation, her Majesty’s Government, with the advice 
and assistance of the principal Judges of the different 
Courts, shall supplement the rules relating to procedure so 
that they may form as complete a system as possible. 
Powers will also be taken to alter them from time to time 
as may be deemed necessary. It is proposed that once in 
every year all the Judges should be called together to 
review the operation of the system, whether in regard to 
rules made by their own anthority or by Parliament. It 
is proposed that her Majesty shall be empowered to enlarge 
the jurisdiction of any Inferior Court if she should think 
fit, so as practically to enable them to administer a system 
of combined law and equity according to the same rules as 
administered in the Superior Courts. 
Hicu Cover ov Aprrar. 
Appeals from Scotland or Ireland are not to be dealt with, 
asthe existing procedure in respect to them appears satis- 
factory to the le of those countries. It is proposed by 
the Bill that the Appellate Tribunal shall consist of the 
Lord Chancellor, four members of the House of Lords who 
have held judicial office, the Master of the Kolls, and the 
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existing Presidents of the three Courts of Common 

the Lord Chancellor being at the head of the Court. It ig 
also proposed that her Majesty shall have power to ap. 
point as an additional Judge of the Court of Appeal any per. 
son who has held judicial office in England which would 
have qualified him to be a member of the Privy Council, or 
who shall have held a certain high judicial appointments in 
Scotland or Ireland. It is proposed that the decisiong 
of the High Court shall be final, and that the only appeal to 
a High Court shall be tothat Court. It is proposed ag 
once to transfer to it the Admiralty and Lunacy appeals 
which now go to the Privy Council, and it is proposed to 
enable it to sit in divisions, with not fewer than threg 
Judges in each, so that it may overtake and dispose of the 
business. With regard tothe Judicial Committee of the Privy 
Council, it is not proposed at once to remove the heari 
of the appellate business from that tribunal to the new 
Court, as it will be desirable, in the first instance, to see how 
the new system works, and it is not proposed to interfere 
with thefecclesiastical jurisdiction of the Committee of Privy 
Council. It isnot proposed to meddle with the pecuniary 
rights of the existing Judges, but it is provided that. the 
sucessors of the present Lord Justices of Appeal in Chan. 
cery shall receive £5,000 instead of £6,000 a year.— Lord 
Cairns expressed his entire agreement with the greater 
part of the measure, but he thought it would be im- 
possible to work it properly until all the Law Courts were. 
brought under one roof, and he did not sea any pro- 
bability of that being done within the year. The Bill was 
read a first time.—(Condensed from the Tim:s report). 


HOUSE OF COMMONS, 

Feb. 7.—Polling Districts in Ireland.—The Marquis of 
Hartington introduced a Bill to make special provisions for 
certain polling districts in Ireland. 

University Tests, Dublin.—Mr. Fawcett brought in a Bill 
to abolish tests and alter the constitution of the Govern. 
ing Body in Trinity College and the University of Dublin. 

Ecclesiastical Bills—Mr. Dimsdale (for Mr. Salt) 
brought in a Bill to provide facilities for the performance 
of Divine worship according to the rites and ceremonies of 
the Church of England. 

Mr. Walpole a Bill to amend an Act passed in the 23rd 
and 24th years of her Majesty’s reign, entitled “ An Act 
for the Union of Contiguous Benefices in Cities, Towns, 
and Boroughs.” 

Mr. Beresford Hope a Bill to amend the Act of the third 
and fourth years of Victoria, cap. 113, for the regulation of 
cathedrals, and to facilitate the endowment of canonries 
by private benefaction. 

Mr. Cowper Temple a Bil! to enable incumbent minis- 
ters, in certain cases, to provide for the delivery of occa- 
sional sermons, or lectures in their churches or chapels, by 
persons not in holy orders of the Church of England. 

Sites for Places of Religious Worship.—Mr. O. Morgan 
brought in a Bill to afford further facilities for the con- 
veyauce of land for sites for places of religious worship. 

Burials Bill.—Mr. O. Morgan brought in a Bill to amend 
the Burial Laws, in which, he remarked, he had made & 
concession as to the use of a liturgy. 

Habitual Drunkards.—Mr. Dovald Dalrymple introduced 
a Bill for the better care and management of habitual 
drunkards. 

Permissive Bill—Sir Wilfrid Lawson introduced a Bill to 
enable owners and occupiers of property in certain districts 
to prevent the common sale of intoxicating liquors within 
such districts. 

Marriage with a Deceased Wife's Sister.—Sir T. Chambers 
brought in a Bill to legalize marriage with a deceased 
wife’s sister. 

Salmon Fisheries —Mr. Dillwyn brought in a Bill to 
amend the law relating to salmon fisheries in England 
aad Wales. 

Succession to Real Estate on Intestacy.—Mr. Locke King 
introduced a Bill to amend the Jaw of succession to real 
estate in case of intestacy. 

The Franchise-—Mr. Trevelyan introduced a Bill to ex 
tend the household franchise to counties, and otherwise 
amend the laws relating to the representation of the 
people in England, and Mr. Jacob Bright brought in a Bill 
to remove the Electoral Disabilities of Women, 
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Registration Law.—Mr. Pell introduced a Bill for con- 
solidating and amending the law for the registration of 
entitled to vote in the election of members to 

gerve in Parliament for England and Wales. 

The Married Women’s Property Act, 1870.—Mr. Hinde 
Palmer and Mr. W. H. Smith (for Mr. Staveley Hill) intro- 
duced Bills to amend this Act. 

Seduction and Bastardy.—Mr. Charley introduced Bills 
to amend the laws relating to seduction, and to amend the 
Bastardy Laws. 


Feb. 11.—Parks Regulations.— Mr. Bruce laid on the 
table the New Rules for the Regulation of the Parks, to 
be substituted for those now in force; by which, as he 
explained, the delivery of public addresses will be con- 
fined to the open space between the ride from the Marble 
Arch to Hyde Park Corner as far west as the Powder 
Magazine and such addresses are not to be delivered in 
places where they will interfere with the enjoyment of 
any ride or walk, or the use of the park by the military 
or volunteers ; no public address of an unlawful character, 
or for an unlawful purpose will be allowed, and no assem- 
blage will be permitted unless conducted in a decent and 
orderly manner. After an animated debate, in the course 
of which Mr. Bruce stated that it was not intended to 
remit Mr. Bailey’s fine, inasmuch as he and his friends 
had acted in open defiance of the law, and that the alter- 
ations in the Rules would apply to all the Parks, the Rules 
were ordered to lie on the Table and to be printed. 

Railway and Canal Traffie Act, 1854.—Mr. Chichester 
Fortescue, in introducing a Bill to make better provision 
for carrying into effect the Railway and Canal Traffic Act 
of 1854, explained that it was proposed to transfer the 
powers conferred by the Act of 1854 on the Court of 
Common Pleas to a special Commission of three members. 
To this tribunal would be intrusted the decision of matters 
affecting the working of railways and canals—such as 
running powers, through rates, and various minor powers 
now exercised by the Board of Trade ; and it would act as 
general arbitrator in all matters at present required to be 
referred to arbitration. 

Forfeiture of Licences—Mr. Bruce introduced a Bill. 

Juries Bill.—The Attorney-General, ir moving for leave 
to bring in a Bill to consolidate and amend the law relat- 
ing to juries, said that he proposed to introduce the Bill 
exactly in the shape in which it was left by the labours of 
the Select Committee which sat last session, but there 
were several important changes which he desired to effect 
in it which he would state on the second reading. 

Real Estate Intestaey.—Mr. W. Fowler brought in a Bill 
for the abolition of heirship as to real estate in the case of 
intestacy, and for the restriction of the length of settle- 
ments of real estate. 

Revising Barristers.—Mr. Rathbone brought in a Bill to 
make further provision against frivolous and vexatious ob- 
jections before Revising Barristers for boroughs. 

Infanticide-—Mr. Charley brought in a Bill to amend 
the law relating to infanticide. 

Rating of Mines.—Mr. Lopes brought in a Bill. 

Amendment of Factory Acts.—Mr. Mundella introduced a 
Bill for the amendment of the Factory Acts. 

Landlord and Tenant.— Mr. J. Howard brought in a 
Bill fcr the improvement of the relations between landlord 
and tenant. 

Abolition of Capital Punishmeat.—Me. Gilpin brought in 
@ Bill for the abolition of Capital Punishment. 

The Landed Estates Court.—In reply to a question by 
Mr. Osborne, the Marquis of Hartington said that from in- 
quiries made by the Irish Government as to the business 
of the Court, it appeared unnecessary to fill up the office 
of second Judge, and the Attorney-General was now con- 
sidering @ Bill which would authorize the Lord Lieutenant 
to abstain from filling it up, and would provide for the 
discharge of the duties of the Court in caso of the absence 
of the Judge. 

_ Municipal Boroughs Extension.—Mr. Samuelson brought 
in @ Bill to facilitate the extension of the limits of muni- 
aval boroughs and to make other provisions with reference 


Innkeepers’ Liability. —Mr. Wheelhouse brought in a Bill 
to amond the law respecting the liability of iaukeepers, 
and to prevent certain frands upon thom. 





Endowed Schools Act.—Mr. Forster moved the appoint- 
ment of a Select Committee to inquire into the operation 
of the Endowed Schools Act. He reminded the House that 
the power of the Commission would come to an end this 
year, and experience had revealed serious defects in the 
Act and its machinery. A provision that had been omitted 
in the original Bill owing to the pressure of time, by which 
certificates of fitness were to be given to masters of unen- 
dowed schools, would be laid before the committee. In 
the course of the discussion which followed, the action of 
the Commissioners was severely criticised by Mr. Locke, 
Mr. Goldney, and Mr. Miall, but was defended by Mr. 
Hinde Palmer, who said that one of the great advantages 
of the Endowed Schools Commission was that it formed a 
Court to supersede the necessity of going to the Court of 
Chancery, and in proof of the advantage stated that 24 
cases had been disposed of by the Commissioners in a 
period far shorter than that which would be occupied in 
Lincolnu’s-inn. 

Industrial and Provident Societies—Mr. T. Hughes 
brought in a Bill to amend the law relating to Industrial 
and Provident Societies. 


Feb. 12.— Marriage with a Deceased Wife's Sister Bill.— 
Sir T. Chambers, in moving the second reading of this Bill, 
reminded the House that the Queen had been advised to 
sanction a similar Act for an Australian colony, and 
pointed out the injustice which might arise from the exis- 
tence of a different law of marriage in the colonies and in 
the mother country. The rejection of the kill was moved 
by Mr.‘Beresford Hope, and a debate followed, in the course 
of which Mr. Gregory addressed himself to the retrospec- 
tive action of the Bill and the manner in which it would 
affect the rights of property, and Mr. H. Palmer supported 
the Bill, on account ofthe prevalence of illicit connections 
among the poorer classes. The second reading was ulti- 
mately carried by a majority of 39. 

Married Women’s Property Act (1870) Amendinent 
(No. 2) Bill.—Mr. Staveley Hill, in moving the second 
reading, said the object of this measure was to remedy a 
defect in the Act of 1870 by which an ante-nuptial debt 
could not be recovered either from the husband or the 
wife, if the latter had no property settled to her separate 
use. The Bill would enable the husband and wife to be 
sued for an ante-nuptial debt; but would enable the former 
to plead that he received no assets with his wife, in which 
case he would not be liable; while, on other hand, his 
liability would not extend beyond the amount of any such 
assets. Mr. Hinde Palmer had arranged that after this 
Bill was read a second time the committee should be post- 
poned to enable him to bring on the second reading of his 
own Bill. The Attorney-General believed that if the Bill 
of the hon. and learned member for Lincoln were pro- 
ceeded with this Bill would become unuecessary. He 
wished it to be understood that his assent to the secoad 
reading of this Bill did not imply that in his opinion the 
blot which it was intended to remove was the only blot in 
the law on this subject. After a few words from Mr. 
Gregory, the Bill was read a second time. 


Feb. 13.—ZJrish University Education.—Mr. Gladstone in 
a long speech explained the provisions of this measure, 
The University of Dublin will be incorporated, the Theo- 
logical Faculty will be separated from Trinity College and 
handed over to the Representative Body of the Disestab- 
lished Church, with compensation for vested interests, and 
a charge for its maintenance. The Chancellor will be ap- 
pointed by the Crown, and will retain his present function 
of Visitor of Trinity College ; and the Vice-Chancellor will 
be elected by the Governing Body. The Queen's Colleges 
of Cork and Belfast, the Roman Catholic University, and 
the Magee College will become Colleges of the University ; 
as will probably other institutions also. The Governing 
Body will be constituted of 28 Ordinary Members, to 
be nominated in the Act ; all vacancies to be filled alter. 
nately by the Crown and by Co-optation, during the pre- 
limiuary period of ten years, and afterwards four members 
willretireannually, one successor tobe filled upby theCrown, 
one by the Council, one by the Professors, and one by the 
Senate. Besides these ordivary members every college 
which has 50 students in state pupitleri matriculated in 
the University will be allowed to elect one member of 











316 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. Feb, 15, 1873, 








Council, and each College which has 150 such students may § 


elect two members. The Senate will consist of all doctors 
and M.A.’s who keep their names on the books, and will 
include those now qualified both in Dublin and the Queen’s 
University, with special powers during the first three years 
after 1875 for the admission of persons resident for a 
sufficiently jong time in the other Colleges. The new Uni- 
versity will bea teaching as well as an examining body, but 
there will be no Chairsin Theology, in Moral Philosophy, 
or in Modern History, nor will any student be examined 
in the two latter subjects against his will, and these sub- 
jects will be absolutely excluded from all examinations for 


emoluments. The expenses of the extended University Mr. ! 


Gladstone estimated at £50,000, and this sum is to he thus 
provided :—£12,000 by Trinity College, £10,000 from the 
Consolidated Fund, £5,000 from fees, and the remainder 
from the surplus of the ecclesiastical property of Ireland. 
Powers will be given to Trinity College to form a scheme 
for its own self-government, and the other Colleges will 
have the same powers. After some debate the Bill was 
read a first time. 

Bastardy Laws Amendment Bitl.—Mr. Charley, in moving 
the second reading of this Bill, explained that it proposed 
to place all women whose illegitimate children were born 
prior to the passing of the Act of last session under the 
operation of the old law. Moreover, as there might be 
cases in which women had lost their rights owing to 
effluxion of time, there was a special proviso that they 
should be able for six months after the passing of this mea- 
sure to proceed for bastardy orders. The Bill was read a 
second time. 

Tribunals of Commerce.—Mr. Whitwell introduced a Bill 
for facilitating the acquisition of land and its transfer for 
cottages for the manual labour class. 

Salmon Fisheries.—Mr. Pease (on behalf of Mr. Dodds) 
introduced a Bill. 








OBITUARY. 


SIR CHARLES MARSHALL 

Sir Charles Marshal], formerly Chief Justice of Ceylon, 
died on the 7th. inst., at his house at Kensington, at the 
advanced aye of 84 years. He was the only son of Mr. 
Serjeant Marshall, and was born in 1788. He received his 
education at Westminster School and Jesus College, Cam- 
bridge, where he graduated in 1810. He entered at the 
Inner Temple, aud was called to the Bar in 1815. In 1832 
he received the appointment of Chief Justice of Ceylon, and 
held it until 1836. On his appointment he was knighted. 
Sir Charles was the author of the Reports in the Common 
Pleas, and edited an edition of Marshall on Insurance. 





SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 


We have been requested to publish the following 
circular :— 


The Supplemental Charter, the application for which 
was recently sanctioned by a general meeting, having 
now been granted, the attention of the society will soon be 
formally called to the approaching increase in the number 
of the Council, and to the revision of the Bye-laws. It is 
felt that this extension of the constitution of the society 
will afford a good opportunity for making the Council, 
while still composed of leading members of the profession 
in town and country, thoroughly representative in its cha- 
racter, for improving, where necessary, the mode of election 
and enabling the country members to give their votes with 
greater facility and without the need of personal attendance, 
and for strengthening the legitimate influence of the society 
acd the profession. 

With these objects a Committee has been formed, who 
will make it their business to confer with the Council upon 
the proposed bye-laws, to take them, when issued, into 
careful consideration, and, if necessary, to issue to the 
members of the society before the general meeting, at 
which they will be submitted for discussion, a statement 
of any alterations to be proposed, and of the reasons 
which appear to recommend their adoption or rejection. 














The following resolutions, which were unanimously 
passed at the meeting of members of this society, at which 
the Committee was formed, show the principles which it ig 
intended to maintain :— 

1.—Moved by Mr. Finch (Finch, Jennings, & Finch) 
and seconded by Mr. Cobb (Janson, Cobb, & Pearson) :— 

That this meeting is of opinion chat, in order to ensure 
at all times the highest efficiency and experience in 
members of the Council, no retiring member thereof 
should for any period be disqualified for re-election. 

2.—Moved by Mr. B. G. Lake (Lake & Co.) and 
seconded by Mr. Sydney Gedge (Sydney Gedge & Co.) :— 

That this meeting is also of opinion that in order that 
the votes at elections of members of the Council shonld 
be recorded with a due sense of rosponsibility, no such 
votes should be given by proxy, but that, with a view 
to making the Council thoroughly representative, and 
enabling every member of the society, whether present at 
the general meeting or not, to exercise an individual 
choice, all future elections should be conducted by means 
of voting papers or lists. 

3.—Moved by Mr. Longbourne (J. V. & C. R. Long. 
bourne) and seconded by Mr. W. M. Walters (Walters, 
Young, Walters & Deverell) :— 

That a committee be formed to confer with the Council 
upon the proposed new bye-laws, and to urge upon them 
the adoption of the principles enbodied in the foregoing 
Resolutions. 

4.—Moved by Mr. Keen (Lawrie, Keen, & Rogers) and 
seconded by Mr. Bromley :— 

That the Committee do consist of all members of the 
society who have attended this meeting, or are willing to 
support the objects advocated in these resolutions, and 
that an executive Sub-Committee of not more than thirty 
members, of whom threo shall be a quorum, be appointed 
to conduct its proceedings. 

5.—Moved by Mr..Aldridge (Aldridge & Thorn) and 
seconded by Mr Holme (Tilleard, Godden, & Holme) ;— 

That a copy of these resolutions be sent to every mom- 
ber or the society. 

When the bye-laws have been passed, the committee 
will strive to promote the election of efficient and active 
members of the Council, who, while eminent in the profes- 
sion, and qualified by their position to adequately represent 
its interests, will act energetically in extending the 
influence of the society, in raising the status and 
character of our branch of the profession, and in advancing 
by all legitimate means the true interests of attorneys and 
solicitors, 


ARTICLED CLERKS’ SOCIETY. 


A meeting of this society was held at Clement’s Inn Halt 
on Wednesday, the 12th of February, 1873, Mr. E. W. 


Bone in the chair. Mr. Hanhart, L.L.B., opened the sub- 
ject for the evening’s debate, viz:.—That the Law of 
Primogeniture be abolished.’ The motion was lost by the 
casting vote of the chairman. 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


EXAMINATIONS AT THE INCORPORATED LAW 
SOCIETY. 


Hilary Term, 1873. 
Finan Examination. 

At the examination of candidates for admission on the 
roll of attorneys and solicitors of the superior courts, the 
£xaminers recommended the following gentlemen, under the 
age of 26, as being entitled to honorary distinction :—- 

William John Saxon, who served his clerkship to Messrs. 
Walker & Smith, of Chester. 

Richard James Witty, who served his clerkship to Mr: 
Richard Henry Witty, and Messrs. Marsden & Chubb, of 
London. 

Henry Nicholas Grenside, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Walker & Langborne, of New Malton, and Mr. 
Leonard Hopwood Hicks, of London. 

Edward Joseph Nicholson, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs, Nicholson & Whits, of Warrington, and Messrs. 
Gregory, Roweliffe, Rowcliffe, & Rawle, of London. 

William Henry Whitfield, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Walker, Twyford, & Belward, of London. 
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Henry Thomas Weyman, who served his clerkship to Mr. 
Thomas Weyman of Ludlow, and Messrs. Pownall, Son, 
Cross, & Knott, of London. 

The Council of the Incorporated Law Society have 
accordingly awarded the following Prizes of Books :— 

To Mr. Saxon, the Prize of the Honorable Society of 
Clifford’s Inn. 

To Mr. Witty, the Prize of the Honorable Society of 
Clement’s Inn. 

To Mr. Grenside, Mr. Nicholson, Mr. Witfield, and Mr, 
Weyman, Prizes of t he Incorporated Law Society. 

The Examiners have also certified that the following can- 
didates, under the age of 26, whose names are placed in 
alphabetical order, passed examinations which entitle them 
to commendation :— 

George Aden Hadderton Addison, who served his clerk- 
ship to Mr. Frederick Greatrex, of Stafford, and Messrs. 
Milne, Riddle, & Mellor, of London. 

Harry Read Allen, who served his clerkship to Messrs. 
J.O. Taylor & Son, of Norwich, and Messrs. Whites, Re- 
nard, & Floyd, of London. 

William Thomas Cartwright, who served his clarkship to 
Messrs. Freeth, Browne, & Rawson, of Nottingham. 

John James Cockshott, who served his clerkship to 
Messrs. Dickson, of Preston. 

Thomas Penson Griffithes, who served his clerkship to Mr. 
Richard Marston, of Ludlow, and Messrs. Pownall, Son, 
Cross, & Knott, of London. 

Thomas Loftos, who served his clerkship to Mr. Robert 
Gudgeon Hinnell, of Bolton-le-Moors. 

Richard Roach Pittis, who served his clerkship to Mr. 
John Jackson Rhodes, of Newport, Isle of Wight. 

Herbert Thomas Round, B.A., who served his clerkship to 
Messrs, Underhill, of Wolverhampton, and Mr. Henry 
George Field, of London. 

The Council have accordingly awarded them certificates 
of merit. 

The Examiners have further announced to the following 
candidates, that their answers to the questions at the 
Examination were highly satisfactory, and would have en« 
titled them to honcrary distinction if they had not been 
above the age of twenty-six :— 

Richard Hemingway. 

Thomas Shaw. 

John Thompson. 

The number of candidates examined in this Term was 
151; of these, 133 passed, and 18 were postponed. 








JUDICATURE COMMISSION. 


The Commissioners have circulated the following Ques- 
tions on the Mode of conducting Business in Chambers in 
the several Courts of Common Law, Chancery, Admiralty, 
Probate, and Divorce.—We print them in order that any of 
our readers who may have suggestions to offer may do so 
through our columns. 

1. Are you practically acquainted with the mode of con- 
ducting business in chambers in any, and which of the 
Superior Courts of Common Law, Chancery, Admiralty, 
Probate, and Divorce, respectively, or in any aud what office 
or offices of those courts ¢ 

2. Will you state precisely the mode in which such busi- 
ness is conducted ? 

3. Is the business conducted before a judge, or before any 
and what officer, or partly and to what extent before a 
judge, and partly and to what extent before any other and 
what officer ? 

4, When and where isit ordinarily transacted, and do 
you think that it might be more conveniently transacted 
elsewhere, and at other times, than it now is? Will you 
state your reasons for any change you may suggest ? 

5. Do barristers attend, and what are the rules regulating 
their attendance, or is the business wholly or to any extent 
conducted by solicitors or their clerks ? 

6. Is there delay in obtaining appointments for, or in the 
transaction of, the chamber business? Is such delay in your 
pinion avoidable under the present system ? 

7. Is there any appeal from a decision in chambers ? Do 
you suggest any change, and to whom and in what manner 
should such appeal be made ? 

8. What is the average cost of an application in the re- 
spective chambers ? 

9. What is the average cost of an appeal to the respective 
Courts from a decision in chambers? If there is an inter- 





mediate appeal in chambers, what is the cost of such int@™ 
mediate appeal ? 

10. In which of the courts is the mode of conducting the 
chamber business most convenient and most advantageous 
to the suitors ? 

11. Ought all chamber business to be transacted in one 
office ? 

12. How many days in the year do the officers of the re- 
spective Courts, the Masters, the Taxing Masters, Exami- 
ners in Chancery, Registrars, and Chief Clerks, or any, and 
which of them, actually attend in the discharge of their 
official duties, and for how many hours in each day, and 
during what hours, are their respective offices open, and do 
such hours vary at different periods of the year. 

13. Are there any and what changes in the existing mode 
of conducting chamber business which ought in your 
opinion to be made? Will you be good enough to state the 
reasons for any changes which you may suggest ? 

14. Has the change effected by recent legislation, giving 
the Masters of the Courts of Common Law jurisdiction to 
sit in chambers, worked satisfactorily, or otherwise ? What 
is your opinion of the effect of the change on the costs of 
litigation ? 

15. Is it desirable that their jurisdiction should be ex- 
tended or diminished, or otherwise altered ? 

16. Is there any advantage in the attendance of the 
Masters in the Judges’ Chambers in Serjeants’ Inn, or would 
it be more convenient for the Masters ordinarily to exercise 
the whole of their jurisdiction at their respective offices ? 

17. Is it desirable that the jurisdiction of the Masters 
should be confined to business in their own courts ? 

18. Does the mode of conducting Chancery business in 
chambers before the Chief Clerks work well, or otherwise ? 

19. Would it be advantageous to the suitor that the 
Judges of First Instance in Chancery should sit more fre- 
quently in chambers, and devote more timeto chamber 
business? State the time which you think should be de- 
voted to sitting in chambers by the judge, and whether 
such suggested change would, in your opinion, require an 
addition to the number of judges, to prevent court business 
getting in arrear ? 

20. Is it desirable that counsel should be heard in cham- 
bers in all cases at the option of suitors ? 

21. Ought barristers to be eligible to the office of Chief 
Clerk ? 

22. Ought all Orders made in chambers to be drawn up, 
and the cost of all proceedings in chambers to be taxed, by 
the Chief Clerk in all cases instead of being sometimes sent 
to the Registrars and Taxing Masters respectively ? 

23. Would it be advantageous to the suitors if the duties 
now performed by the Registrars, Taxing Masters, Chief 
Clerks, and Examiners in Chancery, or by any and which of 
them, were consolidated? Is it in your opinion desirable 
that the whole of the business relating to the same suit or 
matter, not transacted before the judge, should be transacted 
before one officer ? 

24. Would it be better that special appointments should 
be made only for special cases, and that each case should be 
proceeded with until finished, without adjournment, except 
upon special grounds ? 

25. Have you any other suggestions to make as to 
changes in the procedure or jurisdiction with respect to 
business in chambers ? 








Scotcn CriminaL Jurispiction.—In a case of fraud re- 
cently tried before the High Court of Justiciary, it was 
contended that no crime having been committed in Scot- 
land, the Court had no jurisdiction. The crime—if there 
was any crime—had been committed in England, where 
the advertisements had been written, the money had been 
received, and the whole contract, in fact, had been made. 
Lord Ardmillan, however, said that he concurred in the de- 
cision of the Lord Justice-Clerk and Lord Neaves in the 
case of William Bradbury—a case decided only about six 
months ago—in which the same question had been raised. 
His Lordship held that a fraud commenced in England and 
finished in Scotland was liable to prosecution under the law 
of Scotland. The fraud in the present case had 
been completed in Scotland, and he was of opinion that the 
objection should be repelled. The Lord Justice-Clerk said 
he was not sorry that the question had been again raised, 
because he thought that it might now be set at rest. 
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MR. CARDWELL AT LINCOLN’S INN. 

On Wednesday afternoon the Secretary of State for War, 
in the Lincoln’s inn Hall, presented the prizes won during 
last year by members of the Inns of Court Volunteer 
Corps. Among the company were Lord Cairns, Lord 
Justice James, Vice-Chancellor Bacon, Vice-Chancellor 
Malins, Mr. T. Hughes, M.P., Colonel Vickers, Major 
Macdonald, &c. The regiment formed into three sides of a 
square, at one end of the hall, Mr. Cardwell being at the 
other. On Mr. Cardwell’s entering the hall, the regiment 
presented arms. 

Mr. Cardwell said that he had with great pleasure 
accepted the invitation of his friend and brother Bencher, 
Major Bulwer, to present the prizes to this distinguished 
corps. After some preliminary remarks, the righ hon. 
gentleman said that he thought no corps made a greater 
sacrifice or deserved greater credit than that which he had 
the honour to address, whose whole time—both days and 
often nights—was consumed in the keenest intellectual 
labour, and yet they found time to give to military 
studies and exercise, and even spared some of that sacred 
portion of the year, the Long Vacation, to take part in 
military mancuvres. Every military body looked back 


with a natural interest to its traditions and antecedents, | 


and if they would allow him to go back to their history 
nine'y years ago he would draw a comparison 
which would not be unfavourable to the present 
force as contrasted with those who had gone 
before. They were very much in the habit of referring to 
that memorable review in Hyde Park of 1804, when this 
corps attracted the special notice of their Sovereign. On 


that occasion, if report spoke truly, they were presented | 


to him by their distinguished Colonel, Lord Erskine, by 
a name not borne in the Army List, and by a namo which 


would not be found under the signmanual to the Com. | 


missions, but by a name, nevertheless, which the members 
familiarly owned to among themselves. 


Erskine in his military capacity, stated that the 
military spirit among the lawyers of the day 
rapidly subsided, and that the distinguished Colonel 


became remiss in his military duties, “being above the | 


affectation of pretending to a knowledge of military 
strategy,’ and above the notion of “ playing at soldiers.” 
It was a subject of great rejoicing that the representatives 
of the Inns of Court of the present time had not followed 
the example set them at the beginning of the century in giv- 
ing up theservice, and that when the occasion of 1859, which 
brought them into existence, had passed away they did 
not permit their military spirit to evaporate or their 
organisation todecay. He rejoiced to find them under such 
a series of distinguished men, under Brewster, M‘Murdo, 
and other Colonel, and at the present time under his 
friend Major Bulwer, and in speaking of their majors he 
must not forget to remind them that the family name of 
Joseph Chitty, that household-name in the profession, 
appeared in the Aimy List of 1873 as in 1804—under 
these distinguished men the corps had ebtained and main- 
tained a high efficiency, and preserved their reputation. 
On two recent occasious the corps had had an opportunity 
inthe Long Vacation of taking partin more extended military 
manceuyres that it had been the custom to hold in this 
country. They wonld be happy to hear that those of the 
corps who took part in them were reported by the officers 
under whom they served as acting in every way as soldiers 
—whether in marching or in camp, and it was mentioned 
to him with a spice of amusement that the individual who 
‘was scen to preside over the culinary arrangements of his 
company in camp was known to be making his thousands a 
year atthe Bar. He observed that the number of their 
enrolled members had diminished, but it was satisfactory 
to know that the number of their extra-efficients was 
increasing, and that their marksmen were more numerous. 
He was sure that the regulations which were intended to 
promote the greater efficiency of the volunteer service 
would have their cordial support, and would be received 
with plessure. After some further observations, the right 
hon. gentleman coneluded amidst applause, 

The prizes were then presented. These incladed prizes 
given by Lord Chief Justice Bovill, Colonel Sargent, in 
memory of Colonel Brewster, &c. Private C. M. Denison 


| 
| 
| 
| 
| 


received the Battalion Challenge Cup, a case of d 
spoons, and other plate given by Lord Chief Justigg 
Bovill. Private Quick won the Brewster Cup, ang 
Private Hill took the high honour of the three stars ag 
head marksman. 

Lord Cairns proposed the usual vote of thanks, and 
Major Bulwer, in seconding it, hoped that the time would 
come when every able-bodied man in the country would 
be called upon to do what the Volunteers did. 

The vote having been acknowledged, the proceedings 


| terminated. 





Lord Campbell, | 
who did not speak in very complimentary terms of Lord | 


| Stock’ Great Southern and Western of Ireland 
| Stock Great Western—Original..,.....0.....0sceesesseeee 
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PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS, 

Last Quoratron, Feb. 14, 1873. 
3 per Cent. Consols, 923 Annuities, April, ’85 9} 
Ditto for Account, Mar. 6, 923 | Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 16¢ 
3 per Cent. Reduced 924 Ex Bills, 21000, — per Ct. par 
New 3 per Cent., 924 Ditto, £500, Do —par 
Do. 34 perCent., Jan, ’94 Ditto, £100 & £200, —par 
D>. 24 per Cont., Jan. 94 Bank of England Stock. 4) per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. ’°73 Ct. (last half-year) 219 
Annuities, Jan, 780 — Ditto for Account, 


INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 


{ndia Stk., 104 pCt.Apr.’74,205 | Ind. Enf.Pr,,5 p C.,Jan.’72 
Dittofor Account. — Ditto,54 per Cent.,May,’79 105 
Ditto 5 per Cent., July,’69 109 Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account, — April,’64— 

Ditto 4 perCeat., Oct. '88 105 Do.Do, 5 per Cent.,Aug.’73 101 
Ditto, ditto ,Certificates, — Do. Bonds, 4 por Ct., £1000 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,s per Cout.96| Dittc, ditto ,ander £1000 


RAILWAY STOCK. 


Railways. 








Bristol and Exeter ..0...cccccccccccrecevsoscorsesevess 
Caledoni . 


seeree 





Giasgow and South-Western 

Great Eastern Ordinary Stock .. 

Great Northern ..........s0seesceseess oe 
Do., A Stock® .......00-se0000 woe coscecconeocoscoeses 


Stock Lancashire and Yorkshire . evcee 
Stock London, Brighton, and South Coast 
Stock London, Chatham, and Dover, 

Stwek London and North-Western 

St.ck London and South Western.. 

Stock Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln 
Stock) Metropolitan 





Stock! Midland 

Stock North British 
Stock North Eastern 
Stock) North London 
Stock North Staffordshire ... 
Stock) South Devon 2° 
Btock! South-Eastern .....0...sessee-eessseneseeseer dapetebnn es 























* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 


Money MARKET AND City INTELLIGIN 2. 


The Bank reserve continues strong, but the proportion of 
reserve to liabilities has fallen to 43 per cent. 

In the railway market the week has been characterised 
by depression. The announcement that the Great Eastern 
will declare no dividend caused stocks to be pressed for sale. 
The latest accounts indicate very slight change. 

The feature of the week, in foreign stocks, has of course 
been the fa!l in Spanish stock, occasioned by the news of 
the King’s abdication. Some reaction, however, has set in, 
and it is stated this (Friday) evening that the Spanish bonds 
are } higher. 

The prospectus of the Railway Passengers’ Luggage In- 
surance and Express Delivery Company (Limited) has been 
issued, the capital consisting of £200,000, divided into 
20,000 shares of £10 each. It states that the object of the 
company “is to insure against loss—on payment of a nomi- 
nal suin—the luggage of any passenger by any train, and 
by this means dispense with the unpleasantness and expense 
of making a claim on the railway companies, who in 
large number of cases are not liable to make compensation 
at all, and who are protected by numerous Acts of Parlia- 
ment, of which the general puclic have no knowledge. 
Practically speaking the risk to be incurred by this company 
will be trifling, and as the railway companies themselves, 
as well as the public, will be largely benefited by the ar- 
rangement, the success of this undertaking cannot be 4 
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matter of doubt. Further, the average daily returns would 
show that on any given date the income would considerably 
exceed any loss atall likely to occur on that particular day. 
As the capital therefore involved would be small, the sur- 

lus would be available in extending and developing new 
Caches of business from time to time” 








Vice-CHANCELLOR WICKENS’ ILLNess.—On taking his 
seat Vice-Chancellor Bacoa, on Saturday last, said that in 
consequence of the illness of Vice-Chancellor Wickens, the 
business of two branches of the Court had been thrown 
upon one, and it was necessary to provide for the manner 
of taking the work, On motion days he would take 
motions which properly belonged to his branch of the 
Court first, and, in the same way, he would take unopposed 
petitions in his branch before unopposed petitions in that 
of Vice-Chancellor Wickens, and act in the same way with 
respect to opposed petitions, short causes, and other work. 

JupiciaL Civitity.— A Solicitor,” writing to the City 
Press, says that Mr. Commissioner Kerr recently remarked 
that ‘‘he had been reading in the City Press about Tribu- 
nals of Commerce, and found that the tradesmen of the 
City of London were getting tired of being represented by 
solicitors. He did not wonder at it, and would make arule 
—he had a good mind—not to hear them at all in these 
cases!” 








BIRTH, MARRIAGES, AND DEATH. 


BIRTH. 

Stevens—On Feb. 7, at Ferndale Lodge, North Finchley, the 
wife of Henry Stevens, of Gray’s-inn-chambers, London, of a 
s0n. 

MARRIAGES. 

Hopson—FicGins—On Feb. 12, at the parish church, Lymm, 
Cheshire, John H. Hodson, solicitor, Lichfield, to Annie, 
second daughter of the late Francis Figgins, Esq., C.E., of 
Brereton, Staffordshire. 

PorE—Dvunbar—On Feb. 11, at St. Peter’s Church, Kensing- 
ton-park, John Billing Pope, B.A., Oxon, and of Lincoln’s- 
inn, barrister-at-law, to Jane Annie, younger daughter of the 
late William Dunbar, Esq., of Montrose. 


DEATH. 
Wetis—At No, 10, Hardwick-place, Commercial-road East, 
Mr. George Wells, solicitor, in his 76th year. 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


cemeiatiaanl 
Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Fuipay, Feb. 7, 1873. 
LiwitTzD In CHANCERY. 

Carribean Company (Limiteé),—Vice Chancellor Malins has, by an 
order dated Aug 23, appointed Robert Allan McLean, of 3, Lothbury, 
to be official liquidator. Creditors are required on or before March 3, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or claims to the above. Wednesday, March 12 at 12, is ap- 
pointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 

Patent Pneumatic Lcom Company (Limited),—Creditors are required 
onor before March 1, to send their names and addresses, and the 

articnlars of their debts or claims to Mr. Francis Pavy, the official 
iquidator, at 13, Gresham st. Monday, March 24 at 12, is appointed 
for hearirg and adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 

Universal Non-Tariff Fire Insurance Company (Limited).—Creditors 
are required on or before March 1, to send their names and addresses, 
and the particulars of their debts and claims to Mr. James Waddell, 
at 7, Poultry. Monday, March 24 at 12, is appointed for hearing and 
adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 

Tuxspay, Feb, 11, 1873, 
Unuimirep in Caanckry, 

Commercial Bank Corporation of India and the Fast.—Creditors who 
have not already been allowed as creditors by the Conrt, are required 
on or before June 20, to send their names a1 d addresses, and the par- 
ticulars of their debts or claims, to Mr. William Hopkins Holyland, 

> 18, Gresham st. Wednesday, July 2 at 12, is appointed for hearing 
and ajudicating on any debts or claims which shall be go sent in. 

Limi TeD Un CuancEry, 

Evans's, Covent Garden (Limited).—Petition for winding up, presented 
Feb 8, directed to be heard before the Master of the Rolls, on Feb 22. 
Ashwin, Garden ct, Temple, solicitor for the pstitioner. 


Friendly Societies Dissolved. 
Fripay, Feb. 7, 1873, 

Ness Friendly Scciety, Wheatsheaf Inn, Neas, Cheshire. Jan 31 
Royal Naval Reserve Fund, Mercantile Mariae Oitice, Sunderland, Dur- 

ham, Jan 30 

Srawnantes or Connxwal., 
‘ ‘lurspay, Feb, 4, 1873, 

Okel Tor Mine Company.—By an order made by the Vico Warden 

dated Jan 28, ic was ordered the above company should be wound up 
\ by this court. Paul, True; agent fr D. vidsoas and Co, Basinghall 

st, petitioner's solicitors. 





Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Tugspay, Feb. 4, 1873. 
Bridgeman, Rev lenry Edmund, Lonsdile rd, Barnes. Febl9. Bridge 
man v Bridgeman, V.C. Wickens. Bailey and Co, Berners st 
Clark, Alfred, Holbeach, Lincoln, Solicitor. Feb 23. Bounere Ayli 
V.C. Wickens, Aylff, Holbeach 
Cawkwell, Thomas, Childerditch, Essex, Farmer. March 1. Tannere 
Archer, V.C. Malins. Devonshire, Frederick's pl, Old Jewry 
Harrison, Benson, Scalehow, Westmoreland, Esq. Narch 5. Harrisoa 
v Harrison, V.C. Malins. Swinburne, Bedford row, Holborn 
Jones, William, Aberdare, Glamorgan, Victualler. Feb 28. Jones v 
Jones, V.C. Wickens. Beddoe, Aberdare 
NEXT OF KIN. 
Hall, Thomas, Congleton, Cheshire, Silk Throwster. March 25. 
Nandrey v Nandrey, V.C. Malins 
Faipay, Feb. 7, 1873. 
Da Costa, John Henry Nathaniel, Southampton, Esq. Feb 22. Han- 
rott v Da Costa, V.C. Wickens, Brownlow, Bedford row 
Ellis, William, Kimbolton, Hunts, Brickiayer. Mirch 3, Fianders ¢ 
Ellis, V.C. Malins. Tweedie, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Holmes, Mary, Holme, Spalding Moor, York, Widow. March 7. Hall 
v Precious, M.R, Monckton, Lincoin’s inn fields 
Leach, William, Low Northsceugh, Cumberland, Yeoman. March 4, 
Leachv Dixon, V.C. Maiins. Forster, Brampton 
Leith, Percy James, Berhampore, East Indies, Captain 49th Reg. 
May 30. Re Leith, V.C. Malins. Murton, Bloomsbury sq 
Parfrey, Youngs, Buckingham Palace rd, Gent. March 21. Parfrey 7 
Hitchings, V.C. Wickens. Murrough, James st, Bedford rw 
Park, George, Asby Hall, Westmorland, Yeo:nan. Feb 28. Fairer o 
Park, V.C. Wickens. Heelis, Appeleby 
Thomas, Willism, Mertayr Tyafil,Glamorgan, Esq. March!. Thomas 
v James, V.C. Malins. James, Merthyr Ty 1fil 
York, Henry, High Worsall, York, Farmer. March 3. Sowler v York, 
V.C. Malins. Simp-on, Leeds 
Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim. 
Tvesvay, Feb. 4, 1873. 
Anderson, Peter, sen, Stepney green, Lighterman. April 1. Lewis ané 
Watssn, Gracechurch st 
Bedlington, John Dobson, Ovingham, Northumberland, Brewer. March 
31. Chartres and Youl!, Newcas_le-upon-Tyne 
Bellisson, Ann, Hollyberry End, Warwick, Spinster. March 25. Twist 
and Sons, Coventry 
Bell ssun, Henry Barnett, Hollyberry Eud, Warwick, Farmer. March 
15. Twist and Sons, Coventry 
Brand, Daniel Patman, Wallicott, Lincoln, Saddler. March 15. Builes 
——_, Jehan, Bristol, Umbrella Manufacturer. March 5. Sprod, 
Bristo! 
Cormack, William Hine, Pursur in Royal Mai) Steam Packet Company. 
March 1. Cormack, Rue d’Ag: esseau, Paris 
Entwiste, Wiliam, Upper Hyde Park gardens, Esq. Feb 20. Swinburne 
and Parker, Bed‘ord row 
Erskine, Wi!l am, Craven hill gardens, Surgeon. March 25, Monckton 
and Menckton, Lincoln’s inn fi-lda 
Gcff, John Massingbam, Gorleston, Suffolk, Gent. Aprill. Copeman 
and Son, Loddon 
Green, Joshua, Elgin rd, St Peter's Pk, Bayswater. March 1. Flaveil, 
Bedford row, Holborn 
Hamer, John, Burnley, Lancashire. March 15. Standring, Rochdale 
Hankey, John Alers, Kensington Palace gardens, Esq. March 15. Winter 
and Co, Bedford row 
Hewitt, ilenry James, Maldon, Essex, Shipowner. March 13. Crick 
and Freeman, Ma'den 
Lester, Charles, Rochester. Kent, Butcher. March 17. Prall, Rochester 
Morris, Mary Ann Coupe, Doncaster, York, Widow. March 2. Robinson 
an! C>, Doncaster 
Newark, Henry Joyce, Mount st, Berkeley sq, Gent. March 6, Newark 
Coventry 
Nicholson, Robert, Pont st, Esq. April 2. Bo'ton, Elm ct, Temple 
Page, Isaac, West Bergho!t, Essex, Farmer. Febd23. Pope, Colchester 
Page, Mary, Colchester, Essex, Widow. Feb 28. Pope, Colchester 
Puine, George, Debtiing, Kent, Gent. March 23, Moackton and Son, 
Maidstone 
Pryce, John Bruce, Daffryn Saint Nicholas, Glamorgan, Esq. March 31. 
Maynard and Son, Coleman st 
Sedgwick, Chirles, Hollingbourne, Kent, Esq. March 31, Scadamore 
and Brennan, Maidstone 
Whitmore, Harriet, Ilerton, Prestbury, Gloucester, Widow. April 4. 
Wheeler, Cheltenham 
Wilkinson, Jane, Mawdsley, Lancashire, Widow. March 1. Darling- 
ton and Son, Wigan 
Woodward, liarrivtt, Ches.er, Widow. March 25. Holt, Charles st, 


S: James’s sq 
Fatpar, Feb, 7, 1873. 
Bond, Themas Baring, and Elizabeth Parker Sond, Trafalgar rd, East 
Greenwich. Marchi. Dadge, St Martin's pl, Trafalgar sq 
Buse, Richard Nenry, Bideford, Devon, Solicitor. April 1. Buse and 
Co 


Douglas, Elizabeth Houstoun, Eaton p!, Belgrave sq, Spinster. Mareh 
25. Wordsworth and Co, Threadneedle st 

Dunn, Eliza, Richwond Hill, Handsworth, York, Wi'ow. Mareh 35. 
Wake, Sheffield 

Durant, Susan Durant, Bryanston pl, Spiuster. Murch 4. Lethbridge 
and Son, Abingdon st 

Edwards, George, Trinity sq, Newington, out ef bu iness, March 5. 
Kiss and Son, Fen ct. Fenchurch st 

Ethelston, Rev Charles Wicksted, Uplyme, Devon, March 8. Meynell 
and Pemterton, Whitehall pl, Westminster 

Gerrard, Joha, Hanley, Stafford, Yeoman, March 5. Challinor, 
Hanley 

Hamer, Jobn, Burnley, Lancashire. Mareh 15, Standring, Rochdale 

Harris, Rt Hon George Francis Rotert Baron, Belmont, Kent. March 
31. Burder and Danning, Parliament 94 

Hook, Henry, Woedchurch, Kent, Farmer. April 3. Mann and Mace, 
Tenterden 
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Hudson, Richard, Ormsby st, Pearson st, Kingsland rd,Gent. April 3. 
Angell, King st, Guildhall 

Hudson, Sarah Ann, Arlington st, New North rd, Islington, Widow. 
April 3. Angell, King st, Guildhall 


Jacobs, Rev William, Oxford, Clerk in Holy Orders, April. Hester, 


Oxford 

Jones. John, Pumwern, Pennal, Merioneth, Farmer. March 31. 
Williams and Gittios, Newtown 

McLeod, Sir Donald Friell, Clarendon rd, Kensington. March 10. 
Freshfields, Bank bidgs 

Michell, William, Plymouth, Devon, Doctor. March 25. Commins and 
Son, Bodmin 

-Moss, Robert, Arno‘d, Nottingham, Gent. March 1. Bassitt, Wain- 


fleet 

Paul, William, Gosport, Hants, Gent, March 15. Burrell, Gosport 

Pearscn, Francie, Gloucester, Shipowner. March 22, Smith, 
Gloucester 

Potts, Radford, Beverley, York, Gent. March 19, Bainton, Beverley 

Redfern, Jasper, Upperthorpe, Sheffield, Gent, March 21. Rodgers 
and Thomas 

Snell, John Trewin, Sherwood Green, Yarnscombe, Devon, Yeoman. 
April 1. Frere and Co, L'ncoln’s inn fields 

Taylor, Jonathan, Old Fillongley Halil, Warwick, Farmer. May 1. 
Dewes and Son 


“Townsend, Sarah Jane Whimper, Springdeld, Essex, Widow. March 7. 


Meggy, Chelmsford 
Tebbett, Cottage Hou-e, Clapham Common, Widow. March 10. 
Aldridge, Montagne p!, Russell sq 
Tvespay, Feb. 11, 1873. 
Baines Francis Alfred, Twickenham, Surrey, Lieutenant H.M.’s 18th 
Hussars. May 1. Walker and Martineau, King’s rd, Grays inn 
Blackemore, Robert Baugh, Shrewsbury, Salop, Gent. March 31. 
Broughall and Son, Shrewsbury 
Barber, Marianne, Iifrancombe, Devon, Widow. March 9. Woodhead 
and Co, Charing cross, Westminster 
Barff, William Henry, Bathford, nr Bath, Somerset, Gent. March 3. 
Shaw and Tremellen, Grays inn eq 
Beecher, Dame Elizabeth Wrixon, Chesterfield st, May Fair, Widow. 
May 1. Walker and Martineau, King’s rd, Grays ion 
Berresfocd, Charlotte, Carlisle villas, Bow rd, Widow. April 10. 
Ifenderson and Buckle, Fenchurch st 
Bolt, James, Bacton Green Farm, Hereford. March 25. Bult, Poulton 
Villa, or Cricklade 
Bowcher, John, Shooter’s Hill rd, Kent, Esq. March 22. Child, Paul's 
Bakehouse ct, Doctor's commons 
Cass, William, Hartburn, Stockton, Durham, Gent, March1li. Hunton 
and Bolsover, Stecktoa-on-Tees 
Challoner, Thomas Chaloner Bisse, Portnall Pars, Surrey, Esq. March 
25. Tylee and Co, Essex st, Strand 
‘Cole, Robert, Devizes, Wilts, Gent. March 30. Hulbert and Son, 
Levizes 
Daniel, Joseph, Small Heath, Warwick, Gent. May 1. Reece and 
Harris, Birmingham 
Edwards, Alice, Weliingtcn st, Shacklewell Green, Widow, March 25. 
Turner and Son, Leadenhall st 
Fletcher, Evan Marsden, Liverpoo!, Shipsmith. April 3. Quinn and 
Sons, Liverpool 
Fruin, John, Acton, Middlesex, Grocer. Feb 21. Treherne and 
Wolferstan, Ironmonger lane 
Haley, Aun, Carter st, Spitalfields, Widow. May 10. May, Princes st, 
Spital sq 
7 we Hanley, Stafford, Wine Merchant. Mareh 5. Challinor, 
anley . 
Hebert, Louisa Charlotte Eliza, Halsey st, Sloane st, Chelsea, Spinster, 
March 15. Oldtiam, Princess st, Storey’s gate, Westminster 
abe. ‘anna Mersham, Kent, Spiaster. April 30. Fraser, 
for 
Leigh, Oliver, Taunton, Somerset, Grocer. March 25. Rossiter, 
Taunton 
Masters, Susan, Loraine rd, Holloway, Spinster. March 10. Hender- 
son and Buckle, Fenchurch st 
Mayne, William, Torquay, Devon, Retired Builder, March 31. 
Guscotte, Bishopsgate st Within 
Morris, Mary Aun Coupe, Doncaster, York, Widow. March2. Collin. 
son and Co, Doncaster 
Newman, Harriet, Birmingham, Widow. May 1, Reece and Harris, 
Birmingham 
— George, Naval row, Blackwall, Plumber. March 26. Marsh, 
illiter st 
Oddy, Adam, Huddersfield, York, Licensed Victualler. March 27. 
Sykes, Huddersfield 
Parmer, Join, Kidderminster, Worcester, Grocer. March 8 Corbet, 
Kidderminster 
Payne, William Henry, Kingsland rd, Licensed Victualler, March 31, 
Whitwell, King st, Cheapside 
Puzey, Henry, High st, Croydon, Wine and Spirit Merchant. April 5, 
Child, Paul’s Bakehouse ct, Doctor’s commons 
Bcott, Joseph, New Br'ghton, Chester, Gent. April 15. Whitley and 
Maddock, Liverpool 
Slatter, Ann, Castle Grim, Kingsholm, Gloucester, Widow. April 20. 
Washbourn and Son, Gloucester 
Srowhall, Rev Gilbert Francis, Over, nr Winsford, Chester. April 1. 
Honghion, Liverpool 
Starch, Caro'ire, Cumberland terrace, Regent’s Park, Widow. April 
1. Sowtcn, Bedford row 
Traviss, Richard, Manchester, Hatter. March 25. Peacock, Man- 
chester 
Trim, Frances, Davenham, Chester, Widow. March 17, Fletcher, 
Northwich 
Walley, Edward, Burslem, Stafford, Potters’ Valuer, March 10. 
Challinor, Hanley 
— eel Crowle, Lincoln, Farmer. April6. Collinson & Co, 
pwerth 
pa Paani Salisbury, Wilts, Gent. March 25. Wilson and Co, 
allebury 
Wiltshire, George, Pondside Farm, Hants, Yeoman. March 8. Bradby 
and Robins, Southampton 





el 
Bankrupts, 
Faipay, Feb. 7, 1873. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar, 
To Surrender in London, 
Macartney, David, Harrow ré, Paddington, Coal Merchant. Pet Feb 5, 
Hazlitt. Feb 19 at 11 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Bowden, Thos, Kingston, Hants, Baker. Pet Feb 4. Howard. Ports. 
mouth, Feb 21 at 1 
Islip, William, Birmingham, Tea Merchant. Pet Feb 5. Chauntler, 
Birmingham, Jan 18 at 2 
Main, James, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Attorney. Pet Feb 4. Mortimor, 
Newcastle, Feb 22 at 12 
Nevard, Nathan, Lee, Kent, Builder. Pet Feb 4. Pitt-Taylor. Green. 
wich, Fed 21 at 2 
Payne, Henry, Warrington, Lancaghire, Painter. Pet Feb 4. Nichole 
son. Warrington, Feb 18 at 12 
Phillipson, Samuel Joseph, Manchester, Money Scrivener. Pet Feb 4, 
Kay. Manchester, Feb 37 at 2.30 
Robinson, William, Bishops Castle, Salop, Innkeeper. Pet Feb 4, 
Robinson. Leominster, Feb 19 at 12 
Sills, Thos, Heapham, Lincoln, out of business, Pet Jan 3l. Danby, 
Lincoln, Feb 21 at Ii 
Tuxzspay, Feb, 11, 1873, 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debts to the Registrar, 
To Surrender in London. 
Dorrington, William Francis, Trafalgar sq, Park rd, Peckham, Grocer 
Pet Feb 8. Roche. Feb 27 at 12.30 
England, Thos Skelton, Cambridge gardens, Notting hill, Cornfactor, 
Pet Feb 6. Roohe. Feb 27 at 12 
Smyth, John Francis, Austin Friars, Stockbroker. Pet Feb 7. Marray, 
Feb 25 at 12 
Taylor, Joseph Crabb, Goswell rd, Islington, Corn Dealer. Pet Feb7, 
Murray. Feb 25 at 11 
Watts, Robert George, Bulstrode st, Cavendish sq, Medical Practitioner, 
Pet Feb7. Murray. Feb 25 at 11.30 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Chambers, Frederick George, Bath, Painter, Pet Feb 8. Smith, 
Bath, Feb 24 at IL ~ 
Johnson, Charles, and Henry Edwin Moore, Halifax, York, Stuff Manu- 
facturers. Pet Feb6. Raukin. Halifax, Feb 24 at 10 
Lyov, Thomas Henry, Kingston-upon-Hull, Shipping Agent. Pet Feb 
6. Phillips. Kiogston-upon-Hull, Feb 24 at 11 
Morgan, William, Gateshead, Durham, Builder. Pet Feb6. Mortimer, 
Newcastle, Feb 27 at 2 
Owen, James, Bidford, Warwick, Baker. Pet Feb 1. Campbell. 
Warwick, Fed 22 at 3 
Parry, William M, Festiniog, Merioneth, Tailor, Pet Feb 7. Jones. 
Bangor, March 4 at 2 
BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED, 
Fripay, Feb. 7, 1873. 
Dundas, Charles Amesbury Whitley Deans, Bristol, Newspaper Pro- 
prietor, Jan 31 
Tuxspay, Feb. 11, 1873. 
Lycett, William, Winsford, Cheshire, Salt Manufacturer. Jan 31 
Morris, Thomas, Teignmouth, Devon, Wine Merchant. Feb 6 


Liquidation by Arrangement, 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Fripay, Feb. 7, 1873. 


Allcock, Thomas Lloyd, Stourbridge, Worcester, Grocer. Feb 19 at 
12, at offices of Corbett, Avenue House, The Cross, Worcester 

Attwell, Romeo Theodore, Lavender Grove, Dalston, out of business, 
Feb 17 at 11, at offices of Spiller, South pl, Finsbury 

Andaer, John, Swinton Bridge, York, Grocer. Feb 28 at 12, at offices 
Patteson, Bank st, Sheffield 

Barker, John, Darlington, Durham, Draper. Feb 20 at 3, at offices of 
Gillibrand, George st, Manchester. Stead, Manchester 

Baxter, John Christly, Wellingborough, Northampton, Grocer. Feb 
18 at 12, at the Horse Shoe Inn, Sheep st, Wellingborough. Henry, 
Wellirgborough 

Bingham, George, Newstead, Nottingham, Farmer. Feb 27 at 12, at 
the Horse and Groom Inn, Mansfield. Handley and Walkden 

Birdsey, William Charles, East Mousley, Surrey, Licensed Victualler. 
Feb 25 at 2, at the Sun Hotel, Kingston-on-Thames. Kelley, Great 
James st, Bedford row 

Blackmore, John, Brighton, Sussex, Innkeeper. Feb 14 at 3, at offices 
of Clennel!, Great James st, Bedford row. Brandreth, Brighton 

Bowgen, Richard Arthur, Bury St. Edmunds, Suffolk, Grocer. Feb 18 
at ll,atthe Angel Hotel, Bury St. Edmunds. Walpole, Bury St. 
Edmuuds 

Brook, George, Longwood, York, Linsey Manufacturer, Feb 18 at 4, 
at offices of Learoyd and Learoyd, Buxton rd, Huddersfield 

Brcokman, Isaac, Leather lane, Holborn, Cheesemonger. Feb 14 at 2, 
at 9, Serle st, Lincoln's inn fields. Hope 

Broquant, Elizabeth, Newington Butts, Dealer in Glass. Feb 14at 2, 
at offices of Beesley, Finsbury pavement, Daniel, Chancery lane 

Bryant, George, Portsea, Southampton, Photographer. Feb 20 at ll, 
at offices of Walker, Union st, Portsea 

Bryant, Thomas William, and Edwin Bryant, Weston-super-Mare, 
Somerset, General Smith, Feb 20 at 12, at offices of Barnard a 
Co, Albion chambers, Broad st, Bristul. Smith and Ricketts, Weston- 
super-Mare 

Buxton, Dick Hadlow, Mary st, Dorset rd, South Lambeth, Manufac- 
turer of Mustard, Feb 19 at 3, at the Guildhall Coffee house, Gresham 
st. Chidley, Old Jewry 

Carey, John Thomas, Swain’s lane, Highgate, Monumental Mason, 
Feb 17 at 3, at the Guildha"'! Coffee house, Gresham st. Philp and 
Belirzend, Pancras lane 
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Carter, Samuel Frederick, S‘oane sq, Auctioneer. Feb 17 at 2, at 21, 
Duke st, Manchester #q. Berridge 

Cartwright, John, Birmingham, Stove Grate Manufacturer. Feb 20 at 
11, at offices of Southall and Co, Newhall st, Birm 

Chalton, William, Portmadoc, Carnarvon, Iunkeeper. Feb 22 at 12, 
at the Queen’s Hotel, Portmadoc. Breese, Portmadoc 

Charles, Edmund, Great Mongeham, Kent, Farmer. Feb 28 at 3, at 
the Victoria Hotel, Russell st, Dover. Minter, Folkestone 

Clay, George Cox, Basinghall st, Woollen Warehouseman. Feb 25 at 
$, at offices of Watson, Basinghall st 

Davis, Thomas, Swinton, Lancashire, Clerk. Feb 20 at 3, at offices of 
Farrar and Hall, Princess st, Manchester 

Deakin. Aeron, Coseley, Stafford, Grocer. Feb 17 at 11, at offices of 
Barrow, Queen st, Wolverhampton 

Edge, Robert, Pentonville rd, Clerkenwell, out of business. Feb 14 at 
2, at 12, Hatton garden. Marsha‘l 

Eldred, Job, Leicester, Grocer. Feb 20 at 12, at offices of Haxby, 
Belvoir st, Leicester 

Fisher, Alfred, Bartholomew close, Artificial Florist. March 1 at 12, 
at (flices of Easton, Cliffurd’s inn, Fleet st : 

Foster, Robert Hale, Birmingham, Solicitor. Feb 15 at 11, at offices of 
East, Colmore row, Birmirgham 

Fry, Samuel Potter, Sheffield, Grocer. Feb 17 at 2, at offices af Binney, 
and Sons, Queen st chambers, Sheffield 

Good, John Jacob, and Susan Eliza Good, Spaxton, Somerset, Grocers. 
Feb 18 at 12, at offices of Reed and Cook, Bridgewater 

Green, Thomas, Brighouse, York, Bootmaker, Feb 20 at 3, at offices 
of Craven and Sunderland, King st, Huddersfield 

Hall, Jobn, Gainsborough, Lincoln, Chemist. Feb 19 at 11, at offices 
of Burton, Gainsborough 

Harding, Frederick, Blurtonrd, Clapton Park, Clerk. Feb 17 at 4, at 
offices of Wetherfield, Gresham buildings, Guildhall 


Feb 25 at 





Hardwick, Henry, Northampton, Boot Upper Manufacturer. Feb 21 
at 11, at officesof Jeffery, Market square, Northampton 
Harries, Benjamin, and Henry Eaton, Landport,j{Hants, Contractors. 
Feb 17 at 3, at ‘limpson’s Railway Hotel, Commercial rd, Landport. 
Ford, Landport 
Hartley, Isaac, Leeds, Boot Dealer, Feb 21 at 2, at offices of Simpson 
and Burrel!, Albion st, Leeds 
Heyworth, John, Bluepits, nr Rochdale, Lancashire, Cotton Waste 
Dealer. Feb 21 at 11, at offices of Standring, Butts, Roch iale 
Hills, George, Church st, Greenwich, Draper. Feb 20 at 12, at offices 
of Smith and Co, Bread st, Cheapside 
Hoe, Thomas Samuel, Lawrence Pountney hill, Wine Merchant. Fob 
18 at 2, at 18, Lawrence Pountney hill. Winkworth, Oxford et 
Holtby, John, Leeda, Journeyman Watch Maker. Feb 24at 11, at 
offices of Harle, Bank st, Leeds 
Howe, Frederick, Burslem, Stafford, Watch Miker. Feb 15 at 10, at 
the Royal Hotel, Crewe. Tomkinson, Burslem 
Jarman, Jolin, Wavertree, Lancashire, Licensed Victualler. 
2, at offices of Harris, Union ct, Castle st, Live 
Jones, George, Leadenhall st, Chemical Anaylst. Feb 28 at 2, at the 
Guildha}l Tavern, Gresham st. Chorley aud Crawford, Moorgate st 
Key, Georze, Kingston-upon-Hull, Grocer. Feb 17 at 1, at 7, Bowl- 
alley lane, Kingston-upon-Hu 1. Chatham 
Kikby, Jonn, Masbrough, York, Grocer. Feb 18 at 2, at offices of 
Taylor, Norfolx row, Sheffield 
Knott, Harriett, West Bromwich, Stafford, Pub‘ican, Feb 20 at 11, at 
offices of Topham, High st, West Bromwich 
Knowles, George, Manchester, Jeweller. Feb 24 at 3, at office of Heath 
and Sons, Swan st, Manchester 
Leach, Samuel, and Joseph Leach, Bradford, York, Gardeners, Feb 21 
at 3, at offices of Mossman, Bond st, Bradford 
‘Lucas, Samuel, West Bromwich, Stafford, Plumber. Feb 21 at 12, at 
offices of Dixon, Newhall st, Birmingham. Pitt, Worcester 
Lupton, Edwin, Heckington, Lincoln, Tinman, Feb 18 at 11, at the 
Bristol Arms Hotel, Sleaford. Bailes, Boston 
Maylett, Orlando John, Wribbenba‘l, nr Bewdley, Worcester, Grocer. 
Feb 17 at 3, at offices of Prior, Church st, Kidderminster 
McPherson, John, Faleon st, Manufac:urer. Feb 19 at 2, at offices of 
Rooks and Co, King st, Cheapside 
Mitchell, Jonas, Leeds, Cctton Warp Merchant. Feb 19 at 2, at offices 
Simpson and Burrell, Albion st, Leeds 
Morri'l, Henry Richard, Knottingley, York, Farmer. Feb 19 at 11, at 
the Railway Hote), Nottingley 
Morris, John, Etham pl, Dover rd, Chandler. Feb 18 at 3, at offices of 
Gower, Cheapside. Downes, Cheapside 
Mumford. Robert, Deptford bridge, Deptford, Boot Maker. Feb 24 at 
2, at offices of Banks, Col st. H tand Macarthur. Moor- 
Gate at 
Norsworthy, William, Exeter, Licensed Victualler. Feb 19 at 12,at the 
Odd Fellows’ Arms Ind, New North rd. Floud, Exeter 
Parlow, Alfred, Montgomery, Jeweller. Feb 20 at 12.30, at the Check- 
ersInn, Montgomery. Williams, Newtown 
Perret, Stephen Boyce, Shelsley-Beauchamp, Worcester, Farmer. Feb 
17 at 11, at offices of Rea, Foregate st, Worcester 
Pettit, George, Birmingham, Case Maker. Feb 19 at 10, at offices o 
._. Grove, Benne‘t’s hill, Birmingham 
Pickford, Frank, Cranbrook, Kent, Builder. Feb 21 at 2, at the Bull 
Ann, Cranbrook. Hinds 
Pilcher, John Godier Simmonds, Weighton rd, South Penge park, Tra - 
veller, Feb 24 at 4, at offices of Slater and Pannell, Guildhall 
chambers, Basisghall st. Downing, Basinghall st 
‘Pollitt, Daniel, Manchester, Printer, Feb 21 at 3, at offices of Gardner 
and Co, King st, Manchester 
Pop'ett, Henry, Clare st, Clare Market, Grocer. Feb 20 at 12, at the 
uildhall Coffee house, Gresham st. Angell, Guildhall yd 
“Rinder, Harry Sinclair, Oldham, Lancashire, Medical Practitioner. 
Feb 2) at4, at the Central Hotel, Clegg st, Oldhem. Clegg, Oldham 
re, William, Wistanstow, Salop, Grocer. Feb 26 at 12, at the 
uck’s Head Inn, Church Stretton, Walker 
Sedgwick, John, Leeds, Draper. Feb 20 at 12, at offices of Pullan, 
Bank chambers, Park row, Leeds 


Stevens, Jabez Henry, Wednesdury, Stafford Boot Maker. Feb 25 at 
2, at offices of Duignan and Co, The Bridge, Walsall 


‘Sturmey, George Hayward, 


Bath, Wine Merchant, Feb 17 at 11, at 
offices of Bartrum, } P 


orthumberland bidgs, Bath 











T wivey, Edward, Sheffie'd, Tailor’s Manager. Feb 21 at 12, at office of 
Auty, Queen st, Sheffield 

Vincent, Charles, Coleman st, Hair Dresser. Feb 21 at 12. at the Guild- 
hall Ccffee house, Gresham st. Treherne and Wolferstan, Iron= 
monger lane 

Vodrey, Daniel, Bursiem, Stafford, Corn Miller. 
County Ct, Offices, Cheapside, Hanley. Tomkinson, Barsiem 

Walbridge, John, Tiverton, Somerset, Licensed Victualler. Feb 17 at 
2, at offices of Pocock and Son, Union st, Bath. Shrapnell, Bradford 

Warrener, Robert, Southend, Essex, Surgeon. March 3 at 2, at the 
Saracen’s Head Hotel, Chelmsford. Chorley and Crawford, Moore 
gate st 

Watts, David, Pontlottyn, Glamorgan, Grocer. Feb 22 at 1, at officescf 
Simons and Plews, Church st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Wheeler, William, Lee, Kent, Watchmaker. Feb 24 at 12, at offices of 
Mote, Walbrovk 

Whitmore, John, Bergh Apton, Norfolk, Butcher. Feb 20 at 11, at office 
of Winter and Francis, St Giles st, Norwich 

Williams, Evon, Liverpool, Draggist. Feb 19 at 2, at offices of Evans 
and Locket, Commerce chambers, Lord st, Liverpool 

Winkley, Frederick Augustus, T'wickenham, Solicitor’s Clerk. Feb 
2? at 12, at offices of Yarde ani Loader, Raymond bldgs, Grays’ inn 

Woodward, Annie, Melcombe Regis, Dorset, Tobacconist, Feb 20 atl2, 
at the Auction Mart, Market st, Melcombe Regis. Howard, Mel 
combs Regis 

Wright, James, Thorn‘on Heath, Croydon, Licensed Victualler. Feb 21 
at J, atthe Greyhound Hotel, Croydon. Parry 


Tvusspay, Feb. 11, 1873. 

Adams, William James, Gt Benet pl, Gracechurch st, Merchant. Feb 
24 at 12, at the City Terminus Hotel, Cannon st. Linklater and Co, 
Walbrook 

Aldridge, Alfred, Northam, Hants, Dealer, Feb 18 at 3, at 2, Albion 
terrace, Sonthampton. Guy . 

Allcock, Thomas Lloyd, Stourbridge, Worcester, Grocer. Feb 19 at 12, 
at the Talbot Hotel, Stourbridge (in lieu of the place originally named) 

Altree, Oliver, Handsworth, Stafford, Commercial Clerk. Feb 24 at 3, 
at 47, Ann st, Birmingham. Fouke, Birmingham 

Bancroft, Enock, De:by, Bent Timber Manufacturer. March 3 at 10, 

Feb 24 at 11, at 


Feb 19 at 1!, at the 


at offices of Eddowes, Albert st, Derby 

Banks, Edward Porter, Buston, Lincoln, Tobacconist. 
offices of Yorke, Church yard, Boston 

Baxter, William, Trowbridge, Wilts, China Dealer. Feb 24 at 2, at 
otfces of Plummer, Bristol chambers, Nicholas st, Bristol 

Bedford, John, Malton rd Pottery, York, Earthenware Manufacturer, 
Feb 24 at 11, at offices of Breary and Watson, Maseum st, York 

Beesley, Henry, Liverpool, Grocer. Feb 25 at 2, at ottices of Reynolds 
and Lyon, Fenwick st, Liverpool 

Boyd, William Henry, and Joseph Wallis, Birmingham, Merchants. Feb 
24 at 12, at the Queen’s Hotel, Birmingham. Vood, Birmingham 

Bull, William, Ventnor, Isle of Wight, Builder. Feb 28 at 12, at offices 
of Bull, Alto House, Ventnor 

Butler, Charles, Bedford, Grocer. 
St John’s st, Bedford 

Cockett, James Henry, High Harrogate, York. Schoolmas‘er. Feb 21 
at 12, at Gascoigue’s Hotel, High Harrogate. ILirst and Capes, 
Harrcgate 

Collis, John, Fordham, Cambridge, Grocer. Feb 28 at 12, at offices of 
Salmon and Son, Guildhall st, Bury St Edmunds 

Cottingham, John, sen, Robert st, Brixton rd, Piumber. Feb 19 at 3, 
at 9, Lincoln’s inn fie‘ds. Marahall 

Davies, Henry, Abersychan, Monmouth, Grocer. Feb 24 at 1, at the 
Commercial Rooms, Small st, Bristol. Lloyd 

Day, William Henry, Craven rd, Bayswater, Cook. Feb 26 at 2, at 
oftices of Walker and Bathecombe, Beaufort bldgs, Strand 

Duff, James Robinson, Clifton terrace, Stroud green rd, Finsbury pk, 
Dyer. March 6 at 3, at offices of Holioway, Ball’s pond rd, Islington. 
Child, South sq, Gray’s inn 

Edenborough, Frederick, St Benet pl, Grac church st, Merchant. Feb 
24 at 12, at the City Terminus Hotel, Cannonst. Linklater and Co, 
Walbrook e 

Eldred, Murrey Thompson, Birmingham, Draper. Feb 19 at 12, at 
offices of Fallows, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Evans, Thomas, Birmingham, Painter. Feb 24 at 3, at offices of 
Wright and Marshall, New st, Birmiagham 

Gilbert, John Arthur, Camden villas, Grove st, South Hackney, Com- 
mercial Traveller. Feb 26 at 4, at offices of Downing, Basinghall st 

Goodman, Henry, Adderbury West, Oxford, Plumber. Feb 26 as 3, at 
Offices of Crosby, Fish st, Banbury 

Hague, John, Birmingham, out of business. Feb 22 at 11, at offices of 
Parry, Bernett’s hill, Birmingham 

Hardwick, Philip Wesley, Tollington rd, Holloway, Accountant. Feb 
24 at 3, at offices of Mayo, Devonshire sq, Bishopsgate 

Hawes, Uenry Mullinex, Abingdon, Berkshire, Wine Merchant. Feb 28 
at I, at the Queen’s Hotel, Abingdon. Jeffery, Northampton 

Hepworth, Joseph, Sheffield, Hatter, March 4 at 12, at offices of Patte. 
son, Bank st, Sheffield 

Hoile, Joseph Matterson, High st, Peckham, Corn Dealer. March 4 at 
1, at offices ot Dixon and Co, Bedford row, Holborn 

Holloway, Henry, Rectory rd, Stoke Newing'on, Commission Agent, 
Feb 19 at 3, at offices of Godfrey, Greshau buildisgs, Galdhall 

Humphrys, James, Frank Henry Pearson, and Howell Paget Cater, 
Kingston-upon-Hull, Iron Shipbuilders. Feb 28 at 12, at the Rayal 
S:ation Hotel, Kingston-upon-Hull. Davidsons & Co, Basinghali st 

Huth, Pheodor, Church rd, Hammersmith, Hair Dresser. Fed18 at 2, 
at ottices of Maniere, Gra y’s inn sq 

Jago, Tnomas, and John Wallace, Pitfivld st, Hoxton, Builcers. Feb 
24 at 4, at 5, Bell yd, Doctor’s commons, Curler 

Jones, Jane, Lianrug, Carnarvon, Grocer. Fev 22 at 2, at offices of 
Alanson, Church st, Carnarven 

Jone:, John, Huddersfield, Yo:k, Man Milliner, 
of sykes and Son, Market walk, Huddersfielu 

Kane, Lyle Boyd, and William Birtles, Manchester, Linen Merchants, 
Feb 24 at 3, at offices of Leigh, Brown s*, Manchestec 

Kent, James, Winnersh, Hurst, Berks, Cattle Dealer, Fed 21 at 2, at 
offices ot Soames, New inn, Strand. Cooke 

Knight, William, Tewkesbury, Gloucester, Artificial Manure Manufac- 

turer, Feb 2] at 11, at offices of Moores and Romney, Tewkesbury 


Feb 28 at 11, at offices of Mitchell, 


Feb 24 at 11, at office 
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Lawrence, Charles Lucas, and Jonathan Const » Manchester, 
Leather Merchants. Feb 27 at 2, at the Wheat Sheaf Hotel, Man- 
chester. Peacock, Manchester 

Leftwich, James Charles, Old Kent rd, Provision Merchant. Feb 25 at 
2, at offices of Poo, Mitre ct, Temple 

Mason, John Wright, Liverpool, Builder. Feb 21 at 3, at offices of 
Caris, Castle st, Liverpool 

Mason, Thomas, Madeley Market, Salop, General Dealer. Feb 25 at 12, 
at offices of Marcy, Wellington 

Monre, Charles, St Pancras ri, Colliery Owner. Feb 25 at 12, at office 
of Lewis, Cheapside 

Morley, James Knight, Warwick st, Regent st, Manager. March 5 at 
12, at the Guildhall Coffee house, Gresham st. Treherne and 
Wolferstsn 

Mortis, Henry Adolphus, Stamford st, Blackfriars, out of business. 
Feb 25 at 12, at offices of Burn, Carter lane, Doctor’s commons 

Neal, James, Pricess terrace, Regent’s Px rd, Auctioneer, Feb 19 at 
2, at office of Dubois, Gresham bldgs, Basinghall st. Maynard, 
Clifford’s inn 

Neatham, John Ke'tle, Salisbury, Wilts, Commercial Traveller. Feb 25 
at 2, at offices of Aldridge, Mark lane 

Owen, George Francis, Ashton-under-Lyne, Lancashire, Licensed 
Victualler. Feb 27 at 11, at offices of Brooks and Co, Stamtord st, 
Ashton-under-Lyne 

Oxford, John, Small heath, Ashton-juxta-Birmingham, Builder, Feb 
24 at 3, at offices of Jelf and Goule, Newhall st, Birmingham 

Palpey, Joseph, Dover, Kent, Grocer. Feb 22 ati, at 36, Castle st, 
Dover. Mowl), Dover 

Peach, Charles, Derby, Elastic Web Manufacturer. March 3 at 1], at 
cffices of Eddowes, Albort st, Derby 

Price, Rees Penry Napoleon, Old Bond st, Perfumer. Feb 27 at 2, at 
offices of Sharpe and Co, Bedford row 

Rees, David, Haverfordwest, Draper. Feb 24 at1!, at offices of Price, 
Dew st, Haverfordwest 

Rendle, John Edgeumbe, High Holborn, General Agent. Feb 26 at 3, 
at offices of Hodding, St Mildred’s ct, Poultry 

Robinson, James, Sedgefield, Durham, Painter. Feb 23 at 2, at the 
Hope Inn, Sedgefield. Proctor, jun, Durhem 

Salter, Edward, Queen st, Architect. Feb 24 at 12, at the Guildhall 
Tavern, Gresham st. Watson and Sons, Bouverie st, Fleet st 

Scott, George, Farnham, Surrey, Grocer. Feb 24 at 12, at offices of 
Ward, Boro’, Farnham 

Serjeant, Peter Lang, Swansea, Glamorgan, Ship Chander. Fed 24 at 
22, at office of Essery and Gl dine, Guildhall, $ 

Smith, Daniel, Walsal!, Stafford, Licensed Victualler. Feb 21 at 11, at 
offices of Glover, Park st, Walsall 

Smith, James, Hulme, Lancashire, Baker. Feb 27 at 2, at offices of 
Mann, Marsden st, Manchester 

Smith, Joseph, Keighley, York, Tinner. Feb 26 at 2.30, at offices 0% 
Robinson, North st, Keighley 

Smith, Joseph, Ashton-under-Hill, Gloucester, Retailer of Beer. Feb 
25 at 11.30, at offices of New and Co, Bridge st, Eveskam 

Spencer, George Bishop, New Basford, Nottingham, Journeymen 
Bricklayer. Feb 28 at 12, at offices of Belk, High pavement, Not- 
tingham 

Steele, Thomas, Torquay, Devon, Stay and Corset Maker. Feb 28 at 
12.30, at offices of Hooper and Wollen, Carlton House, To-quay 

Stokes, John, Sedgley, Stafford, Boot Maker, Feb 25 at 12, at offices 
of Beaton, Temple row, Birmingham 

Tappin, John Augustus, Torriano avenue, Kentish Town, Butcher. 
Feb 20 at 2, at offices of Soden, 6, Great James st, Bedford row. 
Rooke and Son, Great James st, Be :ford row 

Taylor, John, Birmingham, Dealer in Pipeclay. Feb 24 at 12, at offices 
of Fa‘lows, Cherry st, Birmingham 

Tennant, William, Old Bromptcn, Kent, Eating house Keeper. Feb 25 
at !2, at 43, High st, Old Brompton, Patterson 

Thomson, James, Derby rd, Croydon, Draper. March 4 at 12, at the 
Guildhall Coffee house, Gresham st. Parry 

Townsend, Thomas, Carmarthen, Boot Maker. Feb 25 at 11, at the 
Thomas Arms Hotel, Lianelly. Griffiths, Carmarthen 

Traitel, Morris, Englefield rd, Essex rd, Islington, Dealer in Diamonds. 
Feb 24 at 3, at offices of Emanuel, Austin friars 

Twemiow, Samuel, Sandbach, Chester, Grocer. Feb 24 at 11, at offices 
of Latham and Bygott, Hope st, Sandbach 

Ware, Samuel, Isfield, Sussex, Beer Retailer. Feb 25 at 12, at offices of 
Hillman, Cliffe, Lewes 

Woodcock, William, Deal, Kent, Whitesmith. March 4 at 10, at the 
Royal Exchange Hotel, Veal. Drew, Deal 

Woollard, Walter James, New Bromley, Kent, Builder. Feb 28 at 11, 
at offices of Gudgeon, Stowmarket 














EDE & SON, 


ROBE | es MAKERS, 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


TO HER MAJESTY THE LORD CHANCELLOR THE JUDGES, CLERGY, ETC 





ESTABLISHED 1689. 
SOLICITORS’ AND BEGISTRARS’ GOWNS, 
94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE. 
No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 


| | ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, begs to 

direct the attention of the Legal Profession to the advantages 
of his long experience of upwards of twenty-five years, in the special in- 
sertion of all pro forma notices, &c., and hereby solicits their eontinued 
support.—N.B. One copy of advertisement only required,and the strictest 
care and promptitude assured. Officially stamped forms for adyver- 
tisement and file of “ London Gazette” kept. By appointment. 











The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1867, 


Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the shortest notice 








The BOOKS AND FORMS kept in stock for immediate ugg 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily printed 
n the proper form for registration and distribution. SHARE CER. 
TIFICATES, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and printed. OFFICIAL 
SEALS designed and executed. No charge for sketches. Come 
panies Feo Stamps. Railway Registration Forms. 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


ASH & FLINT, 


S:ationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &e, 49, Flees 
street, London, E.C. (corner of Serjeants’-inu). 





Now ready, the Second Edition of 


RACROFT’S INVESTORS’ RECORD of PUR- 

CHASES and SALES, with CALCULATIONS Adapted tc 

Every Investment. An additional portion especially adapted for the 

Legal Profession, containing Forms of Entry fur Freehold and Copyhold 

Property; Leasehold, Let and Held; Mortgages, Held and Effected; 

insurances; Bills and Promissory Notes; Moneys Advanced or 
Borrowed, 

*‘The object of this Memorandum Book is to enable every Investor to 
keep a systematic Record, producible in a Court of Law, of every in- 
vestment transaction entered into. No such record was in existence 
previous to the first edition. 


RACROFT'S CONSOL DIAGRAM, showing the 

J Highest and Lowest Prices of Three per Cent. Consols each year 

from the French Revolution of 1789 to the Franco-German War of 1870, 

with the Growth and Decline of the National Funded Debt of Great 

Britain; the Yearly Average of the Bank Rate of Discount, and Tabu. 

lated Statement of the Principal Events Affecting the Prices of Stocks, 

“ Diagrams are sometimes not very simpic, but the present one is 

clearness itself—is an interesting commentary on English history for 
the period in question.”—Economist. 

Price 2s.; or, mounted on roller, 3s, 6d. 
London: ErrincHam WI son, Publisher, Royal Exchange. 
BExNARD CRACROFT, Stock and Share Broker, 5, Austin-friars, E.C. 











To Trustees, Executors, Solicitors, and Others, 


N ESSRS. CHRISTIE & CHRISTIE beg to an- 
nounce that, baving purchased the GOODWILL of the PRE- 
MISES of the Argyll-street Galleries Permanent Exhibition of Pictures 
for the purpose of their Sale Rooms, they are now prepared to RE- 
CEIVE consignments of PICTURES, Works of Art, Articles of Vertu, 
Jewellery, Books, Furniture, &c., to be included in their weekly sales, 
the first of which will take place on ‘'uesday, June 4, and afterwards on 
Wednesday in each week.—-Terms may be had at their Rovms, 7, 
Argyll-street, Regent-street, or at their Offices, 19, Brook-street, W. 


OYAL POLYTECHNIC.—Great Programme for 
Christmas, 1, The History of a PLUM PUDDING, with strik- 
ing experiments by Professor Gardner. 2. A Christmas Tale; or 
HOW JANE CONQUEST RANG THE BELL; an Illustrated Poem, 
with remarkabie effects. 8. The ‘ZOO ’ AT THE ‘ POLY,’ an anec“ota) 
discourse about the Zoological Gardens, by Mr.J. L. King, with Photo- 
graphs by Mr. York. 4. The THREE ROSES ; or, the Invisible Prince 
in a new light; a fairy tale, musically narrated by Mr. George Buck- 
land, assisted by Miss Alice Barth, Miss Pulham and Miss Lilie 
Bartlett. 5. The WHITE LADY OF AVENEL, the new and beautifal 
Ghost Illusion. 6. New CHARACTER ENTERTAINMENT, by Mr. 
Percy Vere. 7. The wonderiul SWIMMING FEATS of Marquia 
Bibtero in the Great Tank. 8. The MAGIC TUB, full of Toys, to be 
distributed on specified occasions, to good Children. Many otheg 
Entertainments. Open daily, at 12 and7, Admission, ls, 


OSCOW POLYTECHNIC EXHIBITION, 
1872, LYONS EXHIBITION, 1872. (GOLD MEDALS.) 
First Prizes awarded to LIEBIG COMPANY’S EXTRACT OF MEAT 
or best quality. 
Cavtion.—None genuine withont Baron Liebig's, the Inventor's 
signature. Ask for Liebig Company’s Extract, 











1177 NEWSPAPERS RECOMMEND THEM. 
AONIVEN & CAMERON’S PENS! 


A} “ They come as a boon and a blessing to men, 

The Pickwick, the Owl, and the Waverley Pen.” 

Sold everywhere. Sample Box, by post, is. 1d. 
Macniven & Cameron, 23 to 33, Blair-st., Edinburgh. (Estd. 1770.) 





THE NEW BANKRUPTCY COURT 
Is only a few minutes’ walk from 


YNARR’S, 2 6 5, STRAND-~ 
Dinners (from the joint), vegetables, &c., 1s. 6d., or with Soup 
or Fish, 2s. and 2s. 6d. “If I desire substantial dinner off the 
with the agreeable accompaniment of light wine, both cheap 
good know only of one house, and that is in the Strand, close to Danes 
. There you may wash down the roast beef of old England with 
excellent Burgundy, at two shillings a bottle, or you may be 
with = a bottle tor a shilling.”—All the Year Round, June 1s, 1864, 
page 440. 
The new Hall lately added is one of the handsomest dining-roome in 
Lopfon, Dinners(from the joint), vegetables, &c., la, Gd. 








—_ Vem bt 


